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Highlights

The following are highlights from a national survey of over 800 district superintendents. The

survey was conducted to provide the Office for Civil Rights (OCR) with information for revising the
biennial Elementary and Secondary School Civil Rights Survey (the E&S Survey). OCR was interested
in designing an automated reporting survey for use in the 1992 E&S Survey and in revising the
questionnaire forms for the 1994 E&S Survey.

Nearly all public school districts--90 percent or more--administer in-school suspensions, out-of-
school suspensions, and expulsions (table 2). Thirty percent administer corporal punishment.
Proportionately more districts in the Southeast administer corpora punishment than do districts in
any other region.

The number of times expulsions were administered would be very easy to report for 67 percent of
public school districts; out-of-school suspensions, for 52 percent; in-school suspensions, for

45 percent; and corporal punishment, for 38 percent (table 3). Unduplicated counts of students
would be very easy to report for expulsions, according to 61 percent of public school districts; for
out-of-school - suspensions, 44 percent; for in-school suspensions, 38 percent; for corporal
punishment, 30 percent.

About 80 percent of public school districts offer gifted and talented programs (table 4). Just over
50 percent offer advanced placement and honors programs.Only 5 percent offer magnet
programs. Eighty percent or more of districts that offer these academic programs would be able to
report enrollment information by sex, race/ethnicity, disability (handicap), or limited English
proficiency status.

Almost three-fourths of public school districts classify biracial/bi-ethnic students on records for
their own purposes as a single race/ethnicity (table 5). Large districts were more likely to classify
biracial/bi-ethnic students as a single race/ethnicity (94 percent) than were small districts

(69 percent).

More than half of public school districts (58 percent) could report information on the number of
Students with disabilities who are homeless (table 6). Greater proportions of rura districts

(62 percent) and suburban districts (54 percent) could report this information than could urban
districts (31 percent).

Approximately 5 percent of public school districts indicated they could identify students whose
mothers were alcohol dependent or used illegal drugs during their pregnancy (table 6). About
20 percent said they could identify some but not all such students.

Thirty percent of public school districts currently have an automated, integrated student record
system, and another 9 percent have one planned for the 1992-93 school year (table 7). Sixty-
seven percent of urban districts, 39 percent of suburban districts, and 21 percent of rura districts
currently have automated systems.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of Education, National Center

for Education Statistics, 1992.
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| ntr oduction

This report provides results of a Fast Response Survey System (FRSS)
study conducted by the National Center for Education Statistics for the
Office for Civil Rights (OCR). OCR wanted input for their decision-
making process on possible modifications to their biennial survey of a
national sample of public school districts. OCR's survey.the Elementary
and Secondary School Civil Rights Survey (or the E&S Survey), is
designed to provide OCR'’s regional offices with current data for their use
in targeting compliance review sites and as source material in
investigations of complaints. The E&S Survey is a major tool used by
OCR to fulfill its mission of ensuring compliance with civil rights laws
that prohibit discrimination on the basis of race, national origin,
handicap, sex. and age. !

The E&S survey consists of two forms. Each district selected to
participate in the survey completes an ED 101, and every school within
the selected districts completes an ED 102 (see appendix A).

Since the E&S survey was first conducted in 1968, its contents have
changed in response to civil rights policy issues, litigation, and issues
raised by the public. OCR continued to redesign the E&S Survey
through 1982, adding some topics and eliminating others in order to keep
abreast of changing issues and to limit the length and burden of the
survey.

The following goals drive the current redesign:

m To increase the accuracy of the data;

m To use new technology that will reduce cost;

W To support OCR’s national enforcement strategy; and
m To support AMERICA 2000.

The purpose of the FRSS survey was to collect information on districts'
ability (and their desire) to report data for the 1992 E&S Survey using
automated systems. The FRSS survey results. given to OCR at the end
of 1991, have been incorporated into plans for the automated report of
the1992 E&S survey. The FRSS survey results are also being used to
inform OCR of districts' ability to report information on some of the
items under consideration for addition to the 1994 E&S Survey.

This report presents the findings from the FRSS survey conducted in
1991. It provides information on data maintained by districts in the areas
of school discipline, special academic programs, special populations, and
information systems. The report presents the data for all districts and for
districts by location (urban. suburban, rural); Size (small, less than 2.500;
medium, 2,500 to 9,999; large, 10,000 or more). and region (Northeast.
Central, Southeast, West). Data for urban districts and large districts are
generally similar, as 44 percent of urban districts are large (compared to
6 percent of suburban districts and 1 percent of rura distsicts).

lThe following legislation prohibits discrimination1n programs OF activities that recerve federal
financial assistance: Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (34CFR Part 1 0018, Section S04 ot

the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (34CFR Part104), Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972
(34CFR Part 106), and the Age Discnmination Act of 1975,



School
Discipline

Disciplinary
actions

Although every statisticaly significant difference is not cited in this
report, standard errors are provided for each estimate. All statistics are

based on national estimates (tablel).

The current ED102 form asks schools to report by sex and by
racia/ethnic breakdowns the number of pupils who received corporal
punishment and the number who were suspended. The question on
corporal punishment may have diminished in relevancy during the last
few years, however, as more states are passing legisiation prohibiting
schools from physically disciplining students. OCR does not have up-to-
date information by racial/ethnic breakdowns on the number of students
receiving in-school suspensions or the number expelled.

To determine whether the addition and/or deletion of items on certain
disciplinary actions from ED 102 would be appropriate, the FRSS survey
asked districts whether they administer corporal punishment, in-school
suspensions, out-of-school suspensions, and expulsions (table 2).
Almost all districts administer out-of-school suspensions (95 percent),?
in-school suspensions (91percent), and expulsions (90 percent; figure 1).
In contrast, less than one-third of districts administer corporal
punishment (30 percent).3 Nearly half of the districts administer other
actions. Frequently cited among other disciplinary actions were
detention and Saturday school.

Figure1. Percentage of public school districts administering
various disciplinary actions: United States,1991-92

100, 95 o1

30

Percentage of districts

Out-of-school In-school Expulsion Corporal
suspension suspension punishment

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Depanment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

2Because the estimates are based on a Satistical sample, there may be differences between the
responses Of the sample and those that result from a survey of the entire population. Standard
errors, provided for all esimates, are explained in detalin the Survey Methodology and Data
Reliability section (pagel7).

3Some of therespondents noted that, athough their district permits corporal punishment, it has not

been used as a disciplinary measure n several years. The percentage of districts actually practicing
corporal punishment may be less than 30 percent.



The likelihood of administering corpora punishment varied by the type
of district (figure 2). The largest frequency was in the Southeast, where
68 percent of districts indicated they administer corporal punishment.
The smallest frequency was found in the Northeast, where only 4
percent? of districts reported alowing students to be physicaly
disciplined. In the West, 38 percent* of districts administer corporal
punishment, and in the Central region,27 percent do so.

Large districts (36 percent) and medium districts (38 percent) were more
likely to discipline students physically than were small districts (28
percent). Rural districts (35 percent) were more likely to do so than were
suburban districts (22 percent). *

Region was a significant factor in the percentage of districts
administering expulsions. Southeastern districts (99 percent) were more
likely to allow schools to expel students than were Central districts (89
percent) and Northeastern districts (80 percent).

Figure 2. Percentage of public school districts administering
corporal punishment, by district characteristics: United
States, 1991-92

100+

Percentage of districts

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey,FRSS39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics.1992.

4Standard error 1s greater than 10 percent of the estimate. In some cases. estimates of standard

arors are relaively large because statistics are based on a small number of cases. Throughout the
remainder Of this report, an asterisk (*) is used to indicate estimates that have large standard errors
and, thus, should not be considered as highly precise. The standard errors for estimates with
adterisks are greater than 10 percent of the estimate.

*Standard error is greater than10 percent of the estimate.



Discipline informa-
tion by student
classifications

Foreach disciplinary actionadministered, districts were asked whether
they could readily provide information by various student classifications.
The classifications included student name or individual identifier,
race/ethnicity, sex, disability (handicap), category, and limited English
proficiency (LEP) status (table 2). For each disciplinary action. more
districts indicated that they were able to provide information by student
identifier than by any other classification (figure 3). Ninety-five percent
of digtricts said they can provide information on expulsions by student
identifier, for example, compared to 88 percent by sex,80 percent by
race/ethnicity, 80 percent by disability category, and 76 percent by LEP
status.

Figure 3. Percentage of public school districts able to provide
information on disciplinary actions by various student
classifications: United States, 1991-92

100 [] Disability

B LEP status

x Nl
< ]

~J
]

Percentage of districts

50 aad
Expulsion Out-of-school In-school Corporal
suspension suspension puni shment
NOTE: Percentages are based on didtricts that administer the disciplinary action.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,1992.

With the exception of corporal punishment (where the difference was not
statistically significant), more districts were able to provide disciplinary
information by sex than by race/ethnicity, disability category.,or LEP
status. S In-school suspensions information by sex, for instance, could be
provided by 84 percent of districts, versus 75 percent by race/ethnicity,
75 percent hy disability.and 71 percent by LEP status.

In general. smaller districts found it easier to provide disciplinary
information by student identifier, disability category. and LEP status.
Rural districts and Southeastern districts were more able to provide

“Some respondents indicated that thetr district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP)
students and thus did not answer this item.



Ease in reporting
frequency of
disciplinary actions

disciplinary information by race/ethnicity than were districts in other
metropolitan locales and other regions.

The FRSS survey asked districts how easy or difficult it would be to
report the number of times each disciplinary action was taken (table 3).
More than 8 out of 10 districts (83 percent) said it would be easy or very
easy for them to report the frequency of disciplinary actions resulting in
expulsion (figure 4). This wasa larger percentage than indicated it
would be easy or very easy to report the frequency for out-of-school
suspensions (75 percent), in-school suspensions (71percent), or corporal
punishment (66 percent).

Figure 4. Percentage of public school districts indicating levels of
difficulty in reporting the frequency with which various
disciplinary actions were administered: United States,
1991-92

1% 1%

Wl Easy or very easy

Difficult or very
difficult

[J Unable to report

Corporal In-school
punishment suspension

1%

Out-of-school Expulsion
suspension
NOTE: Percentages are based on districts that administer the disciplinary action.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

Enrollment size was related to the ease with which districts could report
the frequency that various disciplinary actions were taken, with smail
districts more likely than large districts to indicate that they could report
frequencies. For example, three-fourths of small districts found it very
easy to report the frequency of in-school suspensions, compared to half
of large districts.



Ease in reporting
unduplicated
counts of students
disciplined

Districts were also asked how easy or difficult it would be to provide
unduplicated counts of students disciplined for each action administered.
With the exception of corpora punishment (where the difference was not
statistically significant), districts indicated it would be easier to report
frequency of students disciplined than unduplicated counts of students
disciplined (table 3). Seventy-four percent of districts said it would be
easy or very easy for them to report unduplicated counts of students
expelled (figure 5). This was a larger percentage than indicated it would
be easy or very easy to report unduplicated counts for out-of-school
suspensions (66 percent), in-school suspensions (60 percent), or corporal
punishment (49 percent).

Figure 5. Percentage of public school districts indicating levels of
difficulty in reporting unduplicated counts of students
receiving various disciplinary actions: United States,
1991-92

1% 2% BB Easy or very casy

Difficult or very
difficult

[0 Unable to report

(o Toa anhanl
O pUTas AG-3THU01

punishment suspension

Out-of-school Expulsion

suspension
NOTE: Percentages are based on districts that administer the disciplinary action.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Deparniment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

Size was again a factor in the ease with which districts could report
unduplicated counts of students disciplined. Small districts indicated that
they would have less difficulty in reporting unduplicated counts than was
indicated by medium and large districts. For example, 63 percent of
small districts found it easy or very easy to report unduplicated counts of
students given in-school suspensions, compared to 40 percent of large
districts.



Special
Academic
Programs

Academic program
offerings

OcRr does not currently collect information on accelerated or specia
focus academic programs. There is, however, some evidence to indicate
that such programs have an underrepresentation of minorities and giris.
In addition, information on magnet schools could be used to determine
whether these schools are useful in promoting desegregation.

The FRSS survey asked districts whether specific academic programs
were available at their districts. The list of programs included magnet,
gifted and talented, advanced placement, and honors programs (table 4).
Four out of five districts (81 percent) offered gifted and talented
programs (figure 6). Slightly more than half of the districts offered
advanced placement programs (54 percent) and honors programs (53
percent). Only 5 percent* have magnet programs.

Figure6. Percentage of public school districts offering various
academic programs: United States, 1991-92

1001
90
801

districts

Percentag "~

Gifted and Advanced Honors Magnet
talented placement program program
program program

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility = Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department Of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

Large districts, urban districts, and Southeastern districts were more
likely to offer the various academic programs. For example:

m Advanced placement programs were offered in 92 percent of large
districts, 82 percent of medium districts, and 45 percent of small
districts:

m Honors programs were available in 74 percent of urban districts, 56
percent of suburban districts, and 50 percent of rural districts; and

*Standard error is greater than 10 percent of the estimate.



Program
enrollment
information by
student
characteristics

Data for

Special

Populations

m Gifted and talented programs were otfered in 99 percent of
Southeastern districts, 82 percent of Western districts. 80 percent of
Central districts,and 72 percent of Northeastern districts.

For those programs offered. districts were asked to indicate whether they
could report enrollment information by student characteristics such as
race/ethnicity, sex, disability, and LEP status (table 4). More districts
said they could report enrollment information by sex than by the other
classifications (figure 7). At those districts offering gifted and talented
programs. for example, 94 percent said they were able to report
enrollment information by sex.87 percent by race/ethnicity, 84 percent
by disability. and 82 percent by LEP status.

Figure 7. Percentage of public school districts able to report
enrollment in various academic programs by student
classifications: United States, 1991-92

B sex

Race/ethnicity

[] Disability
100+ 97 LEP gtatus
901
3
&
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=
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QD
& 60
50+ - .
Advanced Honors Magnet Gifted and
placement program program talented
program program
NOTE: Percentages in these columns are based on districts that offer the program

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System,Qffice for Civil Rights Feashility y Survey.FRSS 39,
U.S. Depantment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

OcCRasks districts to provide counts of students by five racial/ethnic
categories: American Indian or Alaskan Native; Asian or Pacific
Islander; Hispanic; black, not of Hispanic origin; and white, not of
Hispanic origin. These categories are consistent with the federal
requirements issued by the Office of Management and budget for
reporting race/ethnicity designations. No categories are otfered for
biracial/bi-ethnic students.



Classification
of biracial/bi-
ethnic students

(CR was interested in determining how districts classify biracial/bi-
ethnic students on records for their own purposes. The FRSS Survey
asked districts whether they classify them as a single race/ethnicity using
the five standard federal categories (or using more or fewer categories),®
separately as "biracial/bi-ethnic,” or separately as "other." Districts were
given the option of specifying another method of classification or of
indicating that they do not have any biracial/bi-ethnic students (table 5).
Nearly three-fourths of districts classify their biracial/bi-ethnic students
as a single race (73 percent; figure 8).

Whether districts classify their biracial/bi-ethnic students as a single
race/ethnicity was related to enrollment size. Ninety-four percent of
large districts classified biracial/bi-ethnic students this way, compared to
82 percent of medium districts, and 69 percent of small districts.

Figure 8. Percentage of public school districts indicating the various
ways they classify their biracial/bi-ethnic students on
records for their own purposes: United States, 1991-92

Separately as
Separately  “pjracial/
as"other”  pj_ethnic"

3% 2%

Classify as a
Other method single race
%\ 4 73%

/

No biracial/
hi-ethnic students ~.
13%

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rightr Feasibility Survey, FRSS39.
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

Of the dlightly more than one-fourth of districts that did not classify
biracial/bi-ethnic students as a single race/ethnicity, about half of these
districts did not have any biracial/bi-ethnic students (49 percent), and
about one-third wrote in their own method (32 percent). Almost every
district that wrote in a response said that they did not classify their
students by racial/ethnic breakdowns at all for the district’'s own records.
Approximately one-fifth of the districts that did not classify their
biracial/bi-ethnic students as a single race/ethnicity said they classified

6The questionnaire item asked districts whether they classified biracial/bi-ethnic students using the

five standard federal categories; however, any response that indicated biracial/bi-ethmc students
were classified as a single race/ethnicity was coded as a yes, regardless of the number of categories
employed.



Information on
children with
disabilities

the students separately as “"other"(11percent)* or as "biracial/bi-ethnic"
(8 percent).*

OCR has had a growing concern that the practices of some educational
institutions inhibit the provision of equal educational opportunities, thus
violating the civil rights statutes. Of particular concern is the appropriate
identification by these institutions of homeless children with handicaps
who may need specia education, and of children with disabilities whose
mothers were acohol dependent or used illegal drugs during pregnancy.

The FRSS survey asked districts whether they could report information
on the number of children with disabilities who are homeless (tabie 6).
More than half the districts (58 percent) said they could report this
information (figure 9), Another 15 percent* indicated that they could do
so for some, but not all of the children with disabilities who are
homeless. The remaining 27 percent would be unable to report this
information.

Figure 9. Percentage of public school districts indicating whether
they could report information on children with disabilities
(handicaps) who ar e homeless: United States, 1991-92

No
27%

Yes
58%

Some,
but not all
15%

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feadbility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Ceater for Education Statistics,1992.

*Standard error is greater than 10 percent of the estimate.



The likelihood of being able to report information on children with
disabilities who are homeless was greater for rura and suburban districts
and for small districts (figure10). In rura and suburban districts, for
example, 62 percent and 54 percent, respectively, could report this
information. In urban districts, only 31 percent could do so.

Figure 10. Percentage of public school districts that could report
information on children with disabilities (handicaps)
who are homeless, by district characteristics: United
States, 1991-92

100
90

Percentage of districts

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasbility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Districts were also asked whether it would be possible for them to
identify the disabled children whose mothers were either alcohol
dependent or used illegal drugs during pregnancy (table 6). Five
percent* of districts said it would be possible to identify the disabled
children whose mothers were alcohol dependent during pregnancy;19
percent said it would be possible for some, but not all of the students;
and 75 percent said it would not be possible (figurell).

Four percent* of districts would be able to identify the disabled children
whose mothers used illegal drugs during their pregnancy;18 percent*
could identify some, but not all of the students; and 79 percent could not
identify any.

There were no statistically significant differences across the various
types of districts in terms of their ability to identify students with
disabilities whose mothers used illega drugs during their pregnancy.

Figure 11. Percentage of public school districts indicating whether
they could report information on children with
disabilities (handicaps) whose mothers were alcohol
dependent or used illegal drugs during their pregnancy:
United States, 1991-92

Yes Yes
5% 4%
Some,

but not all

Some,
but not all
18%

- 19%
' 4 No
No :
75% 9%
Mothers were alcohol Mothers used illegal
dependent during pregnancy drugs during pregnancy
NOTE: Percentages may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

*Standard error is greater than10 percent of the estimate.



| nformation
Systems

Automated, inte-
grated student
record systems

OcRr, in consideri ng the possibility of collecting information on the
E&S Survey by automated means, was interested in determining the
extent to which districts have automated their own student record
systems. What kinds of information are maintained on these systems?
Would districts prefer reporting data to QCR by automated means?
What types of assistance would be needed if districts were to do so?

Districts were asked if they have an automated student record system
that is integrated, i.e., can they link information from different sources on
an individual student (table 7). Thirty percent of districts currently have
in operation an automated. integrated student record system (figure 12).
Another 9 percent plan to have one by the 1992-93 academic year. The
remaining 61 percent do not have an automated system.

Figure 12. Percentage of public school districts indicating whether
they have an automated, integrated student record
system: United States, 1991-92

System currently
operational

No automated,
30%

integrated system
61%

System planned
for 1992-93
9%

\/

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

Enrollment size and metropolitan status were two factors related to the
likelihood of districts having automated, integrated student record
systems. The following statistically significant differences in the
percentages of districts with automated systems were found:

B Sixty-seven percent of urban districts versus 39 percent of suburban
districts versus 21 percent of rura districts; and

m Seventy-five percent of large districts versus 50 percent of medium
districts versus 22 percent of small districts.



Maintenance of
individual student
information

The FRSS survey asked districts how they currently maintain the
following types of individual student information:race/ethnicity, sex,
disability category, LEP status, instructional setting for pregnant
students, participation in interscholastic athletic activities, disciplinary
actions, and reason for disciplinary action (e.g, fighting, possession of
drugs). Districts could specify that they maintain the information on
automated systems, paper files, or partly on each (table 8).”

Certain types of information were more likely than others to be
maintained on automated systems (figure 13). For example, more
districts maintained data on sex of students on computers (39 percent)
than any other item.

Figure 13. Percentage of public school districts indicating that they
currently maintain various types of individual student
information on automated systems: United States, 1991-

92
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3
g’n 50+
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] 40-
- ||
g
[ 30'
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a 20
lo-
0- | [ )
Sex Race/  Disability LEP status Disciplinary Reason Participation Instructional
ethnicity  (handicap) actions for minter-  setting for
category disciplinary ~scholastic ~ pregnant
actions athletic students
activities

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,1992.

The types of information maintained on automated, integrated systems
varied by enrollment size and metropolitan locale (table 9). Large
districts were more likely than small districts to maintain each of the
various types of information on automated systems. For example, 69
percent of large districts and 20 percent of small districts maintained
disability categories on automated systems.

TIf gistricts indicated that information for all Students was maintained on automated systems, their
response was marked "automated systems.,” even if the same information was aso kept on paper
files. If information on only some of site students was maintained on automated systems, and
information on the rest of the students was kept on paper files. responses were marked “part
automated, part paper files." If all information was kept only on paper files, the response was
marked "paper files."



Preferred methods
of providing data

In terms of locale, urban districts were more likely than suburban
districts, and suburban districts were more likely than rural districts to
maintain the following items on automated, integrated systems:
race/ethnicity, sex, and disability category. Information on sex, for
instance, Was maintained on automated systems by 72 percent of urban
districts, 51 percent of suburban districts, and 30 percent of rura
districts.

Greater proportions of urban districts than of suburban or rural districts
maintained the following items on automated, integrated systems:
instructional setting for pregnant students (34 percent of urban districts,
13 percent of suburban districts, and 7 percent of rural districts);
disciplinary actions; and reasons for disciplinary actions.

OCR has been considering alternative data collection methods for the
E&S Survey. Digtricts were asked how they would prefer to provide
data reported on the ED 101 and ED 102 forms. The choices included
paper questionnaire, magnetic tape, IBM-compatible diskette, MAC
diskette, and Apple diskette (table10). Districts could select more than
one preference (figure 14). Two-thirds of the districts (66 percent) chose
paper questionnaires as a method of preference.

Figure14. Percentage of public school districts preferring various
methods of providing data currently reported on OCR
E&S Survey forms ED101 and ED102: United States,
1991-92

Percentage of districts

Paper  IBM-  MAC Apple  Magnetic
questionnaire  compatible  diskette diskette tape
diskette

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,1992.



Assistance required
to report by
automated means

The preferred method of transmission varied by district size.
metropolitan status. and region. For example, small and medium
districts were more likely to selecta paper questionnaire as a method of
preference (68 percent and 61percent, respectively) than were large
districts (44 percent).

Large districts, on the other hand, were more likely to select magnetic
tape as a method of preference (35 percent) than were medium districts
(10 percent), and medium districts were more likely to do so than were
small districts (3 percent).

Districts were asked what types of assistance they would require in order
to be able to report E&S Survey data by automated means. Districts
could select more than one type of assistance from the following:
telephone hotline, written instructions. data editing specifications, and
computer file specifications (table11).

When asked, about one-fourth of districts (26 percent) said that reporting
by automated means, even with assistance, would not be possible in the
foreseeable future. Of the remaining time-fourths of districts (74
percent) that would be able to report by automated means, more than half
would require each type of assistance. The type of help selected by the
most districts was written instructions, which was chosen by 66 percent.
Fifty-six percent of districts would want computer file specifications; 51
percent, a telephone hotline; and 51percent, data editing specifications
(figure 15).

Figure 15. Of those public school districts able to report by
automated means, percentage requiring various kinds of
assistance: United States, 1991-92

70+ 66

Percsr~age of districts

~Written  Computer tile  Telephone  Data editing
instruction  specifications hotline specifications

NOTE: Percentages are based on districts that said reporting by automated means 1s possible.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System. Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Survey

M ethodology
and Data
Reliability

Sample selection

Response rates

Sampling and
nonsampling
errors

A stratified sample of 843 districts was drawn from the 1989-90 list of
public school districts compiled by the National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES). This file contains over 16,000 listings and is part of
the NCES Common Core of Data (CCD) School Universe. Local school
districts in outlying territories, as well as supervisory union
administrative centers, regional service agencies, and state- or federally
operated institutions providing services to special needs populations,
were excluded from the frame prior to sampling. With these exclusions,
the final sampling frame consisted of approximately 15,400 eligible
districts. The districts were stratified by size of district (in terms of total
enrollment), metropolitan status, and region. Districts were sampled at
rates that depended on the size and metropolitan status of the district.
These rates were obtained by initialy allocating the sample to stratain
proportion to the aggregate square root of enrollment of the districts in
the stratum, and then adjusting the rates for the urban districts to increase
the sample size of these.

Inlate September 1991, questionnaires (see appendix B) were mailed to
superintendents of the 843 districts in the sample. Superintendents were
asked to have the questionnaire completed by the person most
knowledgeable about reporting civil rights information. Two of the
districts were found to be out of scope (because of closings), leaving 841
districts in the sample. Telephone followup of nonrespondents was
initiated in late October; data collection was completed by the end of
November. For the eligible districts that received surveys, a response
rate of 96 percent (809 responding districts divided by the 841 districts in
the sample) was obtained (see table A). Item nonresponse ranged from
0.0 percent to 2.0 percent.

The response data were weighted to produce national estimates. The
weights were designed to adjust for the variable probabilities of selection
and differential nonresponse. A final poststratification adjustment was
made so that the weighted district counts equaled the corresponding
CCD frame counts within cells defined by district size, metropolitan
status, and region. The findings in this report are estimates based on the
sample selected and, consequently, are subject to sampling variability.

The survey estimates are also subject to nonsampling errors that can arise
because of nonobservation (nonresponse Or noncoverage) errors, €T0rs
of reporting, and errors made in collection of the data. These errors can
sometimes bias the data. Nonsampling errors may include such
problems as the differences in the respondents' interpretation of the
meaning of the questions; memory effects; misrecording of responses;
incorrect editing, coding, and data entry; differences related to the
particular time the survey was conducted; or errors in data preparation.
While general sampling theory can be used in part to determine how to
estimate the sampling variability of a statistic, nonsampling errors are not
easy to measure and, for measurement purposes, usually require that an
experiment be conducted as part of the data collection procedures or that
data externa to the study be used.



Table A. Number of public school districts in the study sample that responded,
by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

District Out Non- Respon-| Response
characteristic Sample | of scope |respondents| dents rate
All districts . . . ... ...843 2 32 809 0.96
Location of district
Utban . . . ... ....... 164 0 4 160 0.98
Suburban , . ., .. .. ...368 0 16 352 0.96
Rua .. ......... . . 311 2 12 297 0.95
Enrollment size
Less than 2500........ 295 2 18 275 0.93
2,500 09999 . ........ 305 0 9 296 0.97
10,000 or more, , , ., . . . . . 243 0 5 238 0.98
Region
Northeast . , . . ... ... . 163 1 10 152 0.93
Central . ., ., ........ 246 1 12 233 0.95
Southeast , . ., ... ..... 171 0 2 169 0.99
West . ......... ...263 0 8 255 0.97

NOTE: The response rate was cal culated by subtracting the number of out-of-scope
districts from the number in the sample, and dividing that number into the
number of districts that responded. For example, the response rate for “all
districts” was computed as follows: 809/(843-2) = 0.96.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey,
FRSS 39, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education
Statistics. 1992.

To minimize the potentia for nonsampling errors, the questionnaire was
pretested with administrators like those who completed the survey.
During the design of the survey and the survey pretest, an effort was
made to check for consistency of interpretation of questions and to
eliminate ambiguous items. The questionnaire and instructions were
extensively reviewed by the National Center for Education Statistics, and
the Office for Civil Rights in the U.S. Department of Education. Manual
and machine editing of the questionnaires were conducted to check the
data for accuracy and consistency. Cases with missing or inconsistent
items were recontacted by telephone. Imputations for item nonresponse
were not implemented, as item nonresponse rates were less than 5
percent (for nearly all items, nonresponse rates were less than 1 percent).
Data were keyed with 100 percent verification.



Variances

Background
infor mation

The standard error is a measure of the variability of estimates due to
sampling. It indicates the variability of a sample estimate that would be
obtained from all possible samples of a given design and size. Standard
errors are used as a measure of the precision expected from a particular
sample. If all possible samples were surveyed under similar conditions,
intervals of 1.96 standard errors below to 1.96 standard errors above a
particular statistic would include the true population parameter being
estimated in about 95 percent of the samples. Thisisa 95 percent
confidence interval. For example, the estimated percentage of districts
that chose a paper questionnaire as one of their preferred methods for
providing data reported on the OCR Elementary and Secondary School
Civil Rights Survey is 66 percent, and the estimated standard error is 2.3
percent. The 95 percent confidence interval for the statistic extends from
65 - (2.3times 1.96) to 65 + (2.3 times 1.96), or from 61 to 70 percent.

Estimates of standard errors were computed using a technique known as
jackknife replication. As with any replication method, jackknife
replication involves constructing a number of subsamples (replicates)
from the full sample and computing the statistic of interest for each
replicate. The mean square error of the replicate estimates around the
full sample estimate provides an estimate of the variance of the statistic
(see Wolter, 1985, Chapter 4). To construct the replications, 30 stratified
subsamples of the full sample were created and then dropped one at a
time to define 30 jackknife replicates (see Wolter, 1985, page 183). A
proprietary computer program (WESVAR), available at Westat, Inc., was
used to calculate the estimates of standard errors. The software runs
under IBM/OS and VAX/VMS systems.

The survey was performed under contract with Westat, Inc., using the
Fast Response Survey System (FRSS).FRSS was established in 1975 by
NCES. It was designed to collect small amounts of issue-oriented data
quickly and with minimum burden on respondents. Over 40 surveys
have been conducted through FRSS. Recent FRSS reports (available
through the Government Printing Office) include the following:

m Public School District Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free
Schools, E.D. TABS (NCES 92-008).

® Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free
Schools, E.D. TABS (NCES 92-007).

B Teacher Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools, E.D.
TABS(NCES 91-091).

m College-Level Remedial Education in the Fall of 1989 (NCES 91-
191).

& Services and Resources for Children in Public Libraries, 1988-89
(NCES 90-098).

m Use of Educational Research and Development Resources by Public
School Districts (NCES 90-084).
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Definitions

Common Core of Data Public Education Agency Universe — A data
tape containing 16,987 records, one for each public elementary and
secondary education agency in the 50 states, District of Columbia, and 5
outlying areas, as reported to the National Center for Education Statistics
by the state education agencies tor 1989-90. Records on this file contain
the state and federal identification numbers, name, address, and
telephone number of the agency, county name and FIPS code, agency
type code, student counts, graduates and other completers counts, and
other codes for selected characteristics of the agency.

Disciplinary actions — Corporal punishment, in-school suspensions,
out-of-school suspensions, and expulsions (definitions of these actions
were not provided on the questionnaire; interpretation was left to the
respondents who are familiar with these actions).

Metropolitan status

Urban — Primarily serves a centra city of a Metropolitan Statistical
Area (MSA).

Suburban — Serves an MSA. but not primarily its central city.
Rural — Does not serve an MSA.
Region

Northeast region — Connecticut, Delaware, District of Columbia,
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Vermont.

Central region — Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan,
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota,
and Wisconsin.

Southeast region — Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia.

West region — Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii,
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Oregon, Texas,
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming.

Special academic programs -— Magnet, gifted and talented, advanced
placement, and honors programs (detinitions of these programs were not
provided on the questionnaire; interpretation was left to the respondents
who are familiar with these programs).



Tables of Estimates and Standard Errors
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Table 1.--- Number and percentage of public school districts in the study sample that responded and the
estimated number and percentage in the nation, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Respondent  sample National estimate*
District characteristic
Number Percent Number Percent
Al GIJICES vvevvrrvvvsrevvsnensnrnnninnininne . 809 100 15,300 100
Location of district

160 20 600 4

352 4 5,600 36

297 37 9,100 60

275 34 11,700 77

296 37 2,900 19

238 29 700 4

NORERS ... . 152 19 3,100 20
233 29 5,800 38

169 21 1,700 1

255 32 4,700 3

*Data presented in all tables are weighted to produce national estimates. See Survey Methodology and Data Reliability
section for more information on sampling procedures (page 17).

NOTE Percentages may not sum to 100 and numbers may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 2. -- Percentage of public school districts administering various disciplinary actions and percentage able to
provide information on these actions by various student classifications, by district characteristics:
United States, 1991-92

Able to provide information by student classifications!

District characteristic Action
administered
Student Race/ Disability LEP
identifier | ethnicity Sex (handicap) status?
Corporal punishment
AlLAISCES oo, . 30 88 7 e 68 65
Location of district
URBAN oo . 33 7 73 74 65 66
SUBUEDAN ... oo . 22 90 72 76 66 68
T . 35 89 n 78 69 63
Enrollment Size
Lessthan 2500 ........ovecennniviniiirinns . 28 91 72 78 69 68
2500109999 1o v . 38 81 69 75 67 63
10,000 08 MOTE.......ovvvvvevreereeeeerereeens . 36 80 75 79 60 50
Region
0112 . 4 $ $ 3 3 3
27 90 70 75 67 55
68 81 80 79 66 65
38 ) 69 78 70 68
In-school  suspension
RV O . 91 90 75 84 75 n
Location of district
94 76 7 72 62 64
89 91 70 82 75 70
91 91 79 86 77 7
Enrollment Size
Less than 2500 ..o . 89 91 76 85 77 75
250010 9,999 . 97 90 75 84 74 68
10,000 07 MOTE ..., . 94 77 69 72 56 51
Region
NOMNEBSE .....vvovvvoosceeeeeess e . 88 93 68 88 75 73
Central.......ocoovervriiieieeeeee e 89 88 78 84 80 72
SOUtheast.........c.ccooviviiiiinciiccnririnns 89 92 90 90 81 73
L1 SO 94 91 ) 80 68 68

See footnotes at end of table.



Table 2.-- Percentage of public school districts administering various disciplinary actions and percentage able to
provide information on these actions by various student classifications, by district characteristics:
United States, 1991-92 -- Continued

Able to provide information by student classifications!
District characteristic Action
administered
Student Race/ Disability LEP
identifier | ethnicity Sex (handicap) status?
Out-of-school suspension
Al dISHTICES 1o, . 95 93 78 86 77 72
Location of district
UBAN v, 94 86 81 82 69 74
SubUIDEN ... . 94 94 7 83 75 69
Rural.ooc i, , 95 9 82 89 79 75
Enroliment size
Less than 2,500 c....ooevevroniiinnnininenns . 93 93 79 87 79 76
25000 9,999 . 99 92 15 85 75 68
10,000 OF MOTE 1vvvvvvvvsvvnves s . 100 84 (4] 80 63 55
Region
Northeast 2 95 7 89 76 70
Centrd ... 95 92 80 87 81 75
Southeast . 96 93 90 90 81 75
WES..oovv i 95 93 75 83 n s
Expulsion
ALAISICES +vvvvvvvovever v . 90 95 80 88 80 76
Location of district
{1 | OO . 95 87 83 84 78 7
SUBUFOAN s . 87 94 73 85 77 74
RUAL oo 90 95 83 91 82 78
Enrollment size
Less than 2500 cooccvvvvvvonsssiiiinnns . 88 95 80 89 81 80
250010 9,999 . 94 94 T 87 79 grA
10,000 0r MOME .ovvvv e, ) 94 86 77 81 68 60
Region
(V7 S . 80 97 70 91 79 73
Centrd . 89 93 82 89 83 80
Southeast..........cccocovininiiiininin, . 99 97 93 94 85 76
L 93 94 vri 84 74 74

IPercentages in these columns are based on districts that administer the disciplinary action.

2Some respondentsindicated that their district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students and thus did not
answer this item.

$Too few eases for areliable estimate.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics,1992.
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Table 2a.-- Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts administering various disciplinary actions
and standard errors of the percentage able to provide information on these actions by various
student classifications, by district characteristics United States, 1991-92

Able to provide information by student classifications

District characteristic Action
administered
Student Race/ Disability LEP
identifier | ethnicity sex (handicap) status*
Corporal punishment
AAISECES vvovevvei s } 1.7 23 37 31 4.1 51
Location of district
UTDAN v e, 11.7 48 35 42 43 6.6
SUbUDAN ... : 23 45 6.7 70 6.4 8.1
T 2.0 32 51 4.6 52 54
Enrollment Size
Less than 2500 -....ooverveerornmnnenccns . 21 3.0 48 4.0 55 83
2500109999 ..o . 25 36 6.1 56 4.1 52
10,000 0F MOME +vvvvvvvvvrversnenine e . 21 34 37 36 3.6 42
Region
Northeast 13 : 3 3 $ 3
Centrd ...... . 27 42 6.0 5.7 76 142
Southeast , 52 56 55 54 69 8.0
WESL...ooviiies i 50 36 14 69 74 74
In-school suspension
ALGISTICES oo 21 13 17 13 18 18
Location of district
] TN 22 19 23 29 31 33
SubUEDAN .. . 24 19 35 30 29 32
T PR 28 1.8 23 18 26 25
Enroliment size
Less than 2500 ......cooervrmemmnrvvvennirrrnonns . 27 1.6 22 16 23 23
15000 9999 . 1.1 18 1.9 28 22 30
10,000 07 MOTE . vevvvvvviiveiie oo ) 12 26 28 25 1.8 23
Region
Northeast 30 2.7 54 30 38 5.0
Centrd ......... 33 25 1.6 20 1.9 54
Southeast 45 24 26 2.6 49 58
West .o . 25 19 3.0 26 39 32

See footnotes at end of table.



Table 2a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts administering various disciplinary actions
and standard errors of the percentage able to provide information on these actions by various
student classifications, by district characteristics: United States, 1991 -92-- Continued

Able to provide information by student classifications

District characteristic Action
administered
Student Race/ Disability LEP
identifier | ethnicity SEX (handicap) status*
Out-of-school suspension
ALISETICES vvvvvvrvivcrernnrinnccnnrnnres . 11 12 14 13 1.7 16
Location of district
63 54 6.0 63 6.3 49
19 1.5 26 2.6 28 28
1.6 21 19 18 22 22
Enrollment size
Lessthan 2300.......ccovvvevrvevnmeiinniinnns ) 14 1.5 18 14 22 20
2500109999 oveverreririrrer e e 0.6 19 2.1 33 25 34
10,000 0F MOME +ovvrveerrvrvverevvaniimecnsnens . 20 26 25 18 28
28 24 44 30 39 52
20 24 1.6 17 24 39
19 36 37 37 4.6 55
20 19 3.6 28 3.6 32
1.7 13 1.7 13 19 16
Location of district
urban ‘ ‘ 12 32 39 40 32 41
SUBUIBAN ... . 26 16 27 28 25 28
T TR 21 1.6 21 1.5 26 21
Enrollment size
LSS than 2500 1o . 21 1.7 22 16 24 20
2500109999 v . 22 13 22 29 25 34
10,000 0 MOTE oo . 14 1.9 28 26 26 2.7
Region
NOMNEASE +vvvvvvveeeeriiiiiee e 38 Lo 51 31 4.2 49
CaMrd «ovveeiiii . 29 24 23 1.9 28 46
SOUHEASE .. ciovvvvvereiereriir i, 0.7 1.8 2.0 20 38 55
WESE ..ot 2.7 1.8 30 2.6 3.0 36

e Some respondents indicated that their district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students and thus did not
answer this item.

$ Estimate of standard error is not reported because it is based on a statistic for which there were too few cases for a
religble estimate.

~Estimates of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at O percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 3.-- Percentage of public school districts indicating their ease in reporting the frequency (number of
times) each disciplinary action was taken and the unduplicated count of students disciplined, by
district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Ease of reporting

District characteristic Frequency of action Unduplicated count of students

Very Very | Unable| Very Very | Unable
casy | Easy | Difficult| difficult | toreport| ecasy Easy | Difficult| difficult | to report

Corporal punishment

Al diSCtS v . 38 28 17 16 1 30 19 29 21 1

Location of district

1 | . 57 15 14 13 2 49 14 16 19
37 23 20 19 1 26 24 30 19
37 30 16 15 1 31 18 29 21 1
43 28 15 13 1 34 18 29 18 1
2,500t09,999 26 28 21 23 22 21 29 26 2
10,000 or more 25 28 24 18 6 16 28 19 29 7
Region
NOTtHEASt oo $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $ 3 $
Central, ... 40 24 19 15 2 25 13 38 22 2
SOUEHEASE v er s 31 16 29 23 22 17 29 30 2
WESE .« cnnnmmrmontrn s 40 40 7 13 +) 40 27 18 14 1
In-school suspension
All districtSommmms ) 45 26 19 8 1 38 22 25 13 2
L ocation of district
[V RN ) 32 27 17 16 8 28 4 18 20 10
44 24 21 9 34 24 28 12 2
46 27 18 8 1 42 20 A 14
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500..................... . 47 26 19 6 1 42 21 24 11 2
2500t09,999......c0vreriiinnne . 39 27 19 15 1 27 25 28 19
10,000 0r MOT€....vvvvevviinianns . 28 24 26 17 6 18 23 25 A 10
Region
NOFthEast vvovveceircicnisiinn, 52 24 17 7 (+) 36 27 21 14 2
Cntral v e i, 45 22 23 8 1 40 15 31 12 1
Southeast 36 22 30 11 1 25 23 32 19 2
Wt 43 33 12 9 2 41 25 19 12 3

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 3.-- Percentage of public school districts indicating their ease in reporting the frequency (number of
times) each disciplinary action was taken, and the unduplicated count of students disciplined, by
district characteristics: United States, 1991-92 -- Continued

Ease of reporting
District ~ characteristic Frequency of action Unduplicated count of students
Very very | Unable | Very ) Very | Unable

Out-of-school suspension
AN iStrictSum s . 52 23 18 6 1 4 21 23 10 1

Location of district

Uban..........ocovvviviiiiniiiniin , 49 27 13 10 1 42 24 17 15 2
SUBUTDAN v, 50 22 20 6 2 39 25 25 9
R . 54 23 17 6 +) 48 19 22 11 1
Enrollment size
Lessthan 2500......ccevvivriiinnn, 55 22 18 4 1 49 21 22 8 1
2500609999 .cieviriiiniiiiiiin . 45 26 16 12 1 kx} 23 27 17 1
10,000 or more 41 27 19 11 2 28 24 21 21
Region
NOTHBSL - vvv v : 55 25 14 s (+) 42 27 17 12 1
50 22 21 6 1 43 19 29 8 1
42 2 27 9 1 31 20 28 20 1
56 24 13 5 2 53 21 17 8 2
Expulsion
ALLISricts .ooovvviereevvnnnn, 67 16 12 4 1 61 13 16 8 2
Location of district
1] , 65 15 10 8 3 62 12 13 10 3
SUBUEDAN v, 65 16 13 4 3 58 16 17
T 68 16 11 4 1 63 12 16 9 1
Enrollment size
Lessthan2500...coveviniiinnn . 69 14 12 64 11 16 7 2
2500109,999 ovvveevrininiinns . 62 21 10 52 20 16 11 1
10,0000 MOF€.evvevivvvciviiiens . 53 20 15 44 18 17 16
Region
Northeast 72 14 10 3 1 64 11 13 10 2
Central 69 12 15 4 1 60 13 22 5 1
Southeast 58 16 21 4 1 48 14 22 15 1
WES v, 66 22 M 5 3 66 15 9 7 3

NOTE: Per centages ar e based on districts that administer the disciplinary action. Percentages arc computed across each row, but may
not sum to 100 because of rounding.

(+)Less than 0.5 percent.
$Too few casesfor areliable estimate.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of Education, National
Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 3a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts indicating their ease in reporting the
frequency (mumber of times) each disciplinary action was taken and the unduplicated count of
students disciplined, by district characteristics United States, 1991-92

Ease of reporting

District characteristic Frequency of action Unduplicated count of students

Very Very | Unable | Very Very | Unable
casy | Easy [ Difficult| difficult | tO report| casy | Easy | Difficuit| difficult | to report

Corporal punishment
ANAIFICS oo, 4.7 38 31 27 0.7 4.7 3.7 37 32 0.7

Location Of district

117 . 19.3 84 6.7 6.4 14 16.6 82 39 88 1.4
SUBUFBAN oo e 7.0 53 57 69 0.4 6.4 55 6.7 6.7 03
217 . 55 55 34 31 1.0 58 5.2 5.0 44 1.0

Enrollment  size

Lessthan 2500.........c...ovvone. . 6.3 52 40 33 08 65 51 49 41 08
250109999 54 38 51 49 12 55 40 5.0 56 12
10000 0 MO +vvvvvvversvvvnien . 44 39 3.7 29 21 3s 53 45 41 20
Region
NOFNEASE. v, 3 $ $ $ $ $ £ $ $ $
6.6 6.2 6.1 54 18 70 46 9.5 6.4 18
70 47 6.3 44 13 76 41 63 6.2 13
6.7 56 21 40 0.2 938 95 41 4.6 03
In-school suspension
AUBHTES ,\v,0o0 e . 25 26 17 11 0s 29 22 18 1.2 0.6
L ocation of district
9.6 83 49 59 38 94 8.6 19 28 38
34 34 29 20 11 28 3.0 32 1.9 12
40 39 19 18 0.7 5.0 31 24 24 0.7
Enrollment  size
Less than 2500......cvvivvierenns, 32 34 21 13 0.7 37 29 22 15 08
2500109999 .o, 33 1.9 2.7 21 0S 34 28 38 18 0s
10,000 OF MOME vvvvvvvo v, 26 33 28 17 13 2.0 24 22 1.0 1.0
Region
V11 S 43 39 41 18 0.2 6.1 54 36 38 1.0
44 39 32 24 11 6.4 3.7 56 29 11
5.7 3.6 48 27 0.9 6.1 33 54 44 0.9
51 5.0 23 22 13 38 41 2.7 26 13

See footnotes at end of table.



Table 3a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts indicating their ease in the frequency
(number of times) each disciplinary action was taken, and the unduplicated count of students
disciplined, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92 -- Continued

Ease Of reporting

District ~ characteristic Frequency of action Unduplicated count of students
Very Very | Unable | Very Very | Unable
casy | Easy | Difficult| difficult | t0 report| easy Easy | Difficult| difficult | to report

Out-of-school suspension

VLT 2.2 18 15 1.0 04 27 21 23 1.0 05

28 43 27 26 0.6 21 63 48 1.7 0.9
36 29 31 14 11 3.1 28 33 15 1.2
32 2.7 18 15 03 4.7 28 29 18 04
Enrollment size
Less than 2500...........c..v0e0n. . 28 22 19 12 0Ss 35 27 28 1.2 0.6
2500109999 ccevvvvsviriiniinren. 34 24 25 19 0.6 34 29 37 21 05
10,000 0F MOPE wvvvvvvvvvvsernrianenr. 30 24 20 14 1.2 21 33 2.0 20 290
Region
NOPEHEASE ..o s 5.1 41 39 1.7 02 6.0 56 37 34 1.0
017 I ) 37 29 2.7 1.7 0S5 5.7 37 47 1.9 05
VT2 . 6.1 39 44 23 08 55 40 46 42 08
w t 48 46 3.0 18 12 38 45 32 21 12
Expulsion
All IS v . 23 1.9 16 0.9 05 3.1 24 18 09 0.6
Location of district
Utban, ..o . 2.0 28 20 20 1.8 23 1.9 3.7 20 18
Suburban. 4.0 2.1 2.7 1.3 1.3 42 27 32 14 14
1 . 39 33 20 15 04 53 33 23 1.7 0.4
Enrollment size
Lessthan 2500..cvveverenniannen, 29 25 21 1.2 0.7 41 31 22 11 0.7
2500t09,999 3t 13 22 13 0.6 26 22 33 20 0.6
10,0000 MOF..vvvvsvvcrveriiee . 2.7 29 1.6 1.3 1.8 30 28 32 1.8 21
Region
Northeast 51 3s 37 14 05 5.4 35 36 36 1.2
Centrdl ... 4.0 33 2.7 15 05 5.1 37 37 1.6 05
Southeast 5.9 28 49 15 0.8 6.0 27 49 44 038
WESE oo e+ s 43 4.1 1.3 1.9 15 52 48 2.1 26 15

$Estimate of standard error is Not reported because it is based on a statistic for which there were too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 4.-- Percentage of public school districts offering various academic programs and percentage able to
report enrollment in these programs by various student classifications, by district characteristic
United States, 1991-92

Able to report enrollment information by student classifications!
o - Program
District characteristic available
Race/ Disability LEP
ethnicity Sex (handicap) status?
Magnet programs
ALLSACS 1vvveiviniiecnesnnin. 5 85 97 84 84
34 97 97 90 85
7 85 97 80 86
2 $ $ $ ¢
Enrollment size
Lessthan 2,500..........c0ievvieriianinins : 2 ¢ ¢ 4 :
25001099990 9 84 95 81 $
10,000 0F MOFE 111 vveereveerveesmiresinreores . 4 95 96 84 84
Region
Northeast 4 H 3 t 3
Centrd ......... 5 72 100 81 88
Southeast 8 89 89 77 61
WESE oo 6 93 99 88 89
Gifted and talented programs
AV (11 N . 81 87 94 84 82
Location of district
Uban.........ccooivvviviiiniiniininn 91 90 95 81 83
SUBUPDAN +vvvvvvrnis s e 83 86 95 82 84
RUA oo 79 88 94 85 80
Enrollment Size
Lessthan 2,500........ccc..cccomviviiienn, . 76 87 95 85 83
2500109999 ..c.cvviriiiicin . 95 87 94 81 80
10,000 0N MOME.....ovvvveerivrinmmiriniinnns . 98 91 92 80 77
Region
Northeast 72 81 94 73 76
Centrd 80 84 94 84 81
Southeast 99 9% 95 92 79
WS oo 82 91 95 87 86

See footnotes at end of table.



Table 4.--Percentage of public school districts offering various academic programs and percentage able to
report enrollment in these programs by various student classifications, by district characteristics:
United States, 1991 -92-- Continued

Able to report enrollment information by student classifications!
- L Program
District characteristic available
Race/ Disability LEP
ethnicity Sex (handicap) status?
Advanced Placement programs
ALISTICES oo . 54 85 93 82 81
Location of district
Urban.........c.ooovviviiiiienn, 74 85 94 78 82
Suburban 57 83 93 79 81
RUA v sis s, 51 87 93 84 81
Enroliment size
Lessthan 2,500..ccoouvvvvcciennnniiinns . 45 86 93 83 84
82 84 93 81 78
92 90 2 80 78
57 81 95 74 79
47 84 94 82 81
89 91 92 89 79
49 87 91 82 84
Honors programs
ALLGISICS veervnrrreirirrerensimireeennines, 53 87 92 82 81
Location of district
T4 87 94 78 83
56 86 92 81 83
50 87 92 83 79
Enrollment size
LesS than 2,500+ vvvvevvvssverersenrenn . 45 86 92 83 82
2,500t0 9,999 . 80 87 93 81 80
10,000 07 MOTE vvvvvvevee e enen . 83 90 91 80 79
Region
Northeast 57 85 95 78 79
Centrd ........ 44 85 92 81 78
Southeast . 74 89 90 87 78
WESE.. .o . 53 88 91 84 85

lpercentages in these columns are based on districts that offer the program.

2Some respondents indicated & their district d0€s not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students and thus did not
answer this item.

$ Too few cases for areliable estimate.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 4a.-- Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts offering various academic programs and
standard errors of the percentage able to report enrollment in these programs by various student
classifications, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Able to report enrollment information by student classifications
. - Program
District characteristic available
Race/ Disahility LEP
ethnicity Sex (handicap) status®
Magnet programs
AL AISTICES cvvvvrever e, 0.7 48 11 4.7 36
Location of district
107 T 22 0.9 09 29 3.6
11 | . 14 84 19 84 4.8
R S 08 t t t 3
Enrollment Size
Lessthan 2500............cmmmmccmnnnnns . 08 t : t $
250010 9999 . 1.6 58 29 58 $
10,000 OF MOM ..o ecerinnns . 20 15 14 28 2.7
Region
Northeast 1.0 3 - t 3
Central ........ 13 138 124 79
Southeast ... . 1.4 55 56 75 6.8
L1 R 15 54 0.7 59 63
Gifted and talented programs
AT oo 14 1.6 11 14 26
Location of district
79 33 11 24 31
28 19 1.0 26 29
16 26 17 18 38
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 .....ovvviiviriionicinenn . 18 21 14 19 38
250010999 .....cvevnnnn . 16 20 15 23 38
10,000 0r MOTE ...ovvvvvieveeeereeenierneeriins . 0.8 0.8 0.8 Lo 1.6
Region
Northeast 4.8 38 20 6.1 6.7
Centrd ... 21 36 18 29 38
Southeast 0.7 14 1.5 1.8 36
West ..o, 43 24 19 2.8 31

See footnotes at end of table.



Table 4a.-- Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts offering various academic programs and
standard errors of the percentage able to report enrollment in these programs by various student
classifications, by district characteristics United States, 1991 -92-- Continued

B Able to report enrollment information by student classifications
District characteristic avr;?ar;r:
Race/ Disability LEP
ethnicity Sex (handicap) status®
Advanced Placement programs
ALLAISHTICES v, 23 15 15 18 2.7
Location of district
53 43 11 30 35
37 20 23 31 39
22 26 19 25 31
Enrollment Size
Lessthan 2500 ... . 29 22 22 24 4.6
2500109999, . 1.7 19 1.6 34 34
10,000 O MO8 oo . 15 14 14 14 25
Region
Northeest . 43 36 22 50 6.0
Central ....... 33 438 27 38 55
Southeast ... 29 37 37 36 35
WESE ..o 56 35 33 44 49
Honors programs
A GSCS vvvvvvvcininin . 26 19 1.7 19 26
Location of district
56 41 14 26 28
35 21 22 33 33
35 30 26 23 34
Enroliment size
Less than 2500 ..cvvvvovnviveerinniineenens . 32 28 26 23 42
250010 9999 . 34 19 1.6 40 30
10,000 OF MOE .vvvvivvnnrsnrens s . 1.8 14 12 26 25
Region
Northeast . 35 18 23 4.6 7.0
Central ........ 39 43 33 4.6 6.1
Southeast . 63 44 44 43 4.0
L O 41 29 29 33 39

o Some respondents indicated that their district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students and thus did not
answer this item.

$ Estimate of standard error is not reported because it is based on a statistic for which there were too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

~Estimates of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at O percent or a 100 percent.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 5. --Percentage of public school districts indicating that they classify biracial/bi-ethnic students on records
for their own purposes in various ways, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Classify using another method!
Classify as a
single race/ | Separately as | Separately Other No biracial/
District ~ characteristic ethnicity "biracial/ as method? hi-ethnic
bi-ethnic® “other” students
ALLGIICS oo . 73 8 11 32 49
Location of district
88 $ $ $ $
73 5 13 37 45
n 10 10 28 52
Enrollment size
Lessthan 2,500.........coeviervonnnnnnee. . 69 8 9 31 52
2500109999, ......ciiviiii 82 4 28 37 31
10,000 0r MOTE ....vvvverevviirsiiriecreresanns . 94 $ 3 $ $
Region
Northeast ..., 67 1 10 37 52
Central........cocervviiiniiinenineernee e 66 9 10 31 50
SOUNEBSE +vevvevereveerirsree e erirrene s 74 19 24 10 47
L S 84 b4 k4 $ :

Ipercentages in these columns are based on districts that do not classify biracial/bi-ethnic students as a single race/
ethnicity. Percentages may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

2The majority of respondents who selected “other method” indicated that they did not classify students by race/ethnicity.
$Too few cases for areliable estimate.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 5a.-- Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts indicating that they classify biracial/bi-
ethnic students on records for their own purposes in various ways, by district characteristics: United
States, 1991-92

Classify using another method
Classify as a
singlerace/ | Separately as | Separately Other NO biracial/
District ~ characteristic ethnicity "biracial/ as method bi-ethnic
bi-ethnic" "other" students
AULISAS .....ooeeeeeeie e .26 27 28 32 39
Location of district
Uthan . ... e e 83 $ $ $ 3
SUBUIBAN o vvvee e 42 2.6 46 715 56
T R 40 38 36 24 54
Enrollment size
Less than 2500 ...ccovvvvveeeirmnmnininnnniin . 34 3.0 31 35 44
2500109999 ... 22 30 78 95 72
10,000 0r MOTE «+vevvvvsivvviveesnrennnennin : 1.5 t 3 3 3
Region
NOFhEASt . ... vvveerrirre e crieieiiierenenenes 57 13 6.7 84 83
COMIA ovveveeeeivie e 41 36 36 46 58
SOULNBASE v+ vvevievenevie s rras e reeiee e 55 12.6 8.7 4.6 134
WES oo e 29 $ $ $ $

$Estimate of standard error is not reported because it is based on a statistic for which there were too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

SOURCE Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, Nationa Center for Education Statistics,1992.



Table 6. --Percentage of public school districts that provide information on special populations, by district
characteristics United States, 1991-92

Students with Students whose mothers | Students whose mother
disahilities who were alcohol dependent used illegal drugs
are homeless during their pregnancy during their pregnancy
District
characteristic Some, Some, Some,
but not but not but not
Yes all No Yes al No Yes all No
AL GISHCES v . 58 15 27 5 19 75 4 18 79
Location of district
UmDaN ... e e 31 26 43 (+) 12 87 (+) 12 8
54 17 29 3 20 'z 3 18 )
62 13 25 7 19 74 5 18 78
Enrollment size
Lessthan 2,500........ccviieeenninnninn. . 65 12 23 6 20 74 4 19 77
2500109999 ......oov i . 39 25 36 1 18 80 2 16 a3
10,000 0T MOTE.....c.eveeevrrrierivriiae . 17 28 56 1 12 87 1 12 87
Region
60 12 28 1 20 80 1 18 81
63 13 4 8 20 72 5 19 76
41 25 33 3 15 82 3 14 83
56 16 28 5 20 75 4 17 04

(+)Less than 0.5 percent.
NOTE: Percentages may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department Of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

an



Table 6a.-- Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts that provide information on special

populations, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Students with Students whose mothers Students whose mother
disabilities who were alcohol dependent used illegal drugs
District are homeless during their pregnancy during their pregnancy
characteristic
Some, Some, Some,
but not but not but not
Yes all No Yes all No Yes all No
ALAISCES v 20 19 15 11 15 1.9 09 16 1.9
Location of district
Urban ... e 2120 12 0.2 1.7 18 0.2 1.5 15
SUBUFBAN v s 37 23 3.0 13 24 28 14 27 32
Rural . ... i e e e 293325162430 14 22 29

Enrollment size

Less than 2,500......vvevivrsreerieereerecnne, 26 24 1.9 14 18 24 11 19 23
2,50010 9,999 ... cvevevereiereieieniienerenen, 25 19 20 0.7 24 2.5 10 2.6 30
10,000  OF MOME & o i i ot e e e e e i e e e e e e, 082722052017 052219
Region

Northeast . . ... .. ... ..ttt t ittt ieeananonns . 553251094545104549

011 PP 24 24 22 20 24 29 17 24 30
SOULNEASE ...vvviiiiiiii 58514931 40 5.0 31 37 48
Y . .ot et it e it e e e e 463244184046 1.7 35 37

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of

Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 7.--Percentage of public school districts that have an automated integrated student record system, by
district characteristics United States, 1991-92

District Currently  operational System planned No automated,
characteristic system for 1992-93 integrated system
AU AT vveivvirresiiiiereeevsenariesen, 30 9 61
Location of district
Uban......coooorvivinininreir e, 67 9 24
SUBUDAN v 39 11 50
Rutal 21 9 70
Enroliment size
Less than 2500 ......cccvvveerrnnes . 2 9 69
350010 9999 .....ocevvocvrcrrrnerrens : 50 10 40
10,000 0F MOTE .vvvveeeerevvverrrenreeieesieenes, 75 9 16
Region
NOTtheast ...........coovvrivrvvrinnnrccinornns . 31 9 59
25 9 66
28 10 63
34 11 55

NOTE: Percentages are computed across each row, but may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 7a.-- Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts that have an automated, integrated
student record system, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

District Currently  operational System planned “No automated,
characteristic system for 1992-93 integrated system
Al GRCES «vvererenrceriirer e, 18 13 22
Location of district
79 05 79
31 21 35
20 14 24
Enrollment Size
Less than 2,500, .....ovvvvvvvvvvvrnninirnnnnnn . 23 16 27
. 23 19 28
10,000 0 MO ..o . 29 25 0.8
Region
Northeast.....ccovovinninniivinnnninniiinn . 36 32 50
35 21 33
41 34 46
38 30 51

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 8.--Percentage of public school districts indicating that they currently maintain various types of individual
student information on automated systems or paper files: United States, 1991-92

How information is maintained!

Type of information Automated Paper Part automated, Not
systems files part paper files maintained
RACE/LRNCHY .......vo oo . 31 39 19 1
S, 39 38 20 3
Diszhility (handicap) category ««.««...ov.. 27 46 21 7
Limited English proficiency status?..... 27 48 19 6
Instructional setting for pregnant
SOUEISE ... , 10 39 16 35
Participation in interscholastic
athletic activities?...........c..ovvvvinee. . 11 64 16 9
Disciplinary actions «.ve...vvvevviciewinniiien . 12 67 17 4
Reason for disciplinary actions
(e.g., fighting, possession of drugs). 12 68 17 4

11f respondents indicated that information for all students was maintained on automated systems, only "automated systems”
was selected even if the same information was also kept on paper files. |f information on only some of the students was
maintained on automated systems, and information on the rest of the students was kept on paper files, "part automated,
part paper files” was selected. | all information was kept only on paper files, "paper files” was selected.

2Some respondents indicated that their district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students, separate
instructional setting for pregnant students, or interscholastic activities, and thus did not answer these items.

NOTE: Percentages are computed across each row, but may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 8a.-- Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts indicating that they currently maintain
various types of individual student information on automated systems or paper files: United States,
1991-92

How information is maintained!

Type of information Automated Paper Part automated, Not
systems files part paper files maintained

Race/ethnicity .............ccccoimvecrreiiiencnnns . 25 33 15 15

27 34 13 0.6

Diszhility (handicap) category .............. 21 25 15 08

Limited English proficient status?..... 24 2.7 25 14

Instructional setting for pregnant

SUGENESE ..o 18 31 19 26
Participation in interscholastic

athletic activities?..............cooecet : 14 22 1.7 11

Disciplinary actions +....vvcvvvvvevviviverieeiens . 14 27 17 11
Reason for disciplinary actions

(e.g., fighting, possession of drugs). 18 29 21 1.1

15f respondents indicated that information for all students was maintained on automated systems, only "automated systems"
was selected even if the same information was also kept on paper files. If information on only some of the students was
maintained on automated systems, and information on the rest of the students was kept on paper files, "part automated,
part paper files” was selected. |f all information was kept only on paper files, "paper files" was selected.

2Some respondents indicated that their district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students, separate
instructional setting for pregnant students, or interscholastic activities, and thus did not answer these items.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table9.--- Percentage of public school districts indicating that they currently maintain various types of
individual student information on automated systems, by district characteristics: United States,
1991-92

Typeof information

District characteristic . o )
Race/ sex isability (handicap) | Limited English
ethnicity category proficiency status

31 39 27 27
71 72 54 50
40 51 34 29
24 30 21 23
Enrollment size
Leasthan 2,500.........cccccevvrevveeriirannne . 23 32 20 20
52 59 45 37
8 86 69 59
111> RN 29 42 20 19
Central...........oooiiiiinniniin 26 35 27 22
SOUERBASE . ..vvevvenvevivniiiir v s e, 39 41 35 24
West..o i 37 42 28 37

Type of information

District characteristic
Instructional Participation in Reason for
setting for interscholastic Disciplinary actions disciplinary
pregnant students | athletic activities actions
AUGISICES v . 10 11 12 12
Location of district
UIDAN oo 34 19 24 24
Suburban ... 13 11 11 11
Rud ......... 7 10 12 12
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 ... . 8 8 9 9
2,500t0 9,999 . 13 17 19 18
10,000 0F MOFE 1vvvvvvvrinienirniens . 33 19 33 31
Region
7 6 10 8
6 13 9 9
10 11 20 20
20 10 14 14

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 9a.-- Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts indicating that they currently maintain
various types of individual student information on automated systems, by district characteristics
United States, 1991-92

Type of information

District  characteristic
Race/ Sex Disability (handicap) Limited English
ethnicity category proficient status
ALGISHTICES ooveerriiiivriereeeree e e . 25 2.7 21 24
Location of district
38 38 21 9.1
36 4.0 32 29
28 33 24 38
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 ...cvvvevevivcriinennencens . 32 34 27 34
2,50010 9999 ... einenrirecersnnirrnnen . 29 28 21 29
1000000 MOE oo, . 20 14 23 1.8
Region
NOMNEESE 1o cocrvrsinrarrensirmrmnsseaninnnns 42 48 30 52
29 24 2.7 33
49 49 51 69
53 6.4 43 49

Type of information

District  characteristic . S
Instructional Participation in Reason for
setting for interscholastic | Disciplinary actions disciplinary
pregnant  students | athletic activities actions
AUGISHICES e ) 18 14 15 1.8
Location of district
[0 RPN . 5.7 33 44 46
Suburban .. . 35 1.7 1.8 20
RU oo e 20 22 19 22
Enrollment size
Lessthan 2,500....cueviiiniiensenn . 23 18 18 22
2,500t0 9,999 . 24 20 29 28
10,000 0F MOTE +vvvvvvereeeeeeeeriieiiiiis . 23 1.5 2.1 2.0
Region
NOTREESE .....ovovvveviivive e , 25 1.6 28 2.7
Centrd 24 25 23 23
Southeast 3.0 39 4.0 40
L ST 52 30 39 45

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 10.-- Percentage of public school districts preferring various methods of providing data currently reported
on OCR E&S Survey forms ED101 and ED102, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

District Paper Magnetic IBM-compatible MAC Apple
characteristic questionnaire tape diskette diskette diskette
Al AISTICES oo . 66 6 38 15 13
Location of district
Uban.......ooovvvvviiiiiiiniiire s 49 29 4?2 10 2
SUBUDAN v 65 8 33 14 15
RUT oo s eerens e 67 3 41 16 12
Enrollment size
Lessthan 2,500 ..........ccccooioveiininins . 68 3 36 16 15
2,50010 9,99 . 61 10 44 13 7
10,000 08 MOTE .vvvvvvevvviviiicve e . 44 35 46 12 2
Region
73 6 34 13 15
64 4 38 14 14
64 6 50 3 1
64 7 37 21 9

NOTE: Percentages do not sum to 100 because respondents could select more than one method.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS39,U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 10a. -- Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts preferring various methods of providing
data currently reported on OCR E&S Survey forms ED101 and ED102, by district characteristics:
United States, 1991-92

District Paper Magnetic IBM-compatible MAC Apple
characteristic questionnaire tape diskette diskette diskette
AR oo . 23 0.8 23 18 15

Location of district

25 44 29 18 1.0
31 13 44 24 24
2.5 1.0 21 27 2.1
Enrollment size
Lessthan 2,500........ccomeevririiinnns . 30 0.9 28 23 2.0
2,500t09,999......c0iiere e e . 26 1.7 38 19 1.6
10,000 OF MOFE 1vv.vvvvvvvrverreevens i . 28 21 34 12 0.7
Region
55 20 52 32 4.0
33 1.1 24 25 18
45 0.9 53 1.7 38
50 18 41 43 31

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, US. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 11.-- Percentage of public school districts requiring various kinds of assistance in order to report OCR
information on diskettes or other automated means, by district characteristic United States,

1991-92
Reporting by Type of
L automated means assistance desired*
District
characteristic , Data Computer
Not |pgssiple| Telephone Written editing file
possible hotline instructions specifications | specifications
Al AISLFICES oo . 26 74 51 66 51 56
Location of district
15 85 50 76 72 UL
26 74 52 65 52 58
27 73 50 65 48 53
Enrollment size
Lessthan 2,500.....eveevinmmeisisiinnine . 30 70 49 62 47 53
2500109999 ..cviiiie e, 15 85 58 76 62 64
10,000 0 MO +vvvvevrenveesrnveeencnnesinnee, 9 91 56 78 73 v,
Region
35 65 48 56 46 50
23 77 53 69 52 60
14 86 61 79 59 64
28 72 48 63 48 51

® Percentages in these columns are based on those districts that said reporting by automated means is possible. Percentages
do not sum to 100 because respondents could select more than one type of assistance.

SOURCE Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.



Table 11a. -- Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts requiring various kinds of assistance in
order to report OCR information on diskettes or other automated means, by district
characteristic United States, 1991-92

Reporting by Type of
- automated means assistance desired
D|$r|(;t ‘
characteristic . Dala computer
Not | possible | Telephone Written editing file
possible hotline instructions | secifications | specifications
All dISTICES vvveviriiiie e, 1.7 1.7 2.0 26 20 18

Location of district

Utban..........ooooiiiiniininine 99 99 59 8.6 116 99

SUBUMDAN v ovvvieeie 2828 2.7 37 30 26

Rural . . 25 2.5 2.8 31 31 24
Enrollment size

Less than 2,500 .........cccvvvieniinininnenes. 2121 25 33 24 22

2500t09,999....ccciiiiiiiini 2020 26 29 36 25

10,000 OF MOTE +vvvvvvveevinvrrsrierneireieenen. 1414 32 21 15 24
Region

Northeast................ooovvviiiiiiiiiiininnnnn, 3939 53 4.5 4.1 54

CeNtral .vvvvvvvvii 2525 3.0 35 29 32

SOULNEASE v+ vvviviiieiieieviiresiiii e eanen, 3131 52 30 5.6 52

WESE oo ceeceevvr i csess s s eseeanes 28 28 4.5 34 4.6 34

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System,Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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L Form Approved:
FALL 1990 Elementary amd Secondary School Civil Rights Survey OMB No. 1870-0500

SCHOOL SYSTEM SUMMARY REPQRT.£D101 Expiration 9/91

U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil Rights
Washington, 0C 20202-2516
Due February 28,1991

REPORTINGE REQUIREMENT

i y t rspant 1Tl Vi vill Right8SAEE: itlele X pft ; ?
rgr, ey Jh. .S, Depanmen o € PRI U 1 LHR YN Ol AT il X P SR R OB B 2t Socton 5ot
smpliance Reports Each recipient shall keep such records srbit to the ‘éspon: ”’gi‘g‘g}"‘“’"’“ omagb or fis desrgm timely, comnipfer

#nd iniSuC:form. and cpmanpnq? such information, as the responsib & Department ofticial Or Signee May determine tO
compiied or s complying!'withit ;s reguiation.

"ﬁ;ﬁn'g a'pd AIntaining l"‘{lis colklection of infacmatnn i . .- Ing the  tire Tofl0 revig insit.siructipns searching existing data squrces,
yioaw ol informatio inclu¢i.5, S0HECHON of Infoema Iﬁﬁf AR faa JIOCEctien fio.ogry gn & "ﬁd“{b@gmﬂ's‘r" 16\ 116 burden estimate oraraany Gther aspectd this
ashington, D.C. 2&'{@—"-‘“"'.'%{“ 955'?1%&0 Tgﬂé‘g%‘ ihﬁhv&nﬁmsﬁﬁwgﬂmﬂ Ig‘gi@sa%wn Information anlagem tanA

R and to'the Office of Management and Budget, PaperQUt s e8UElion

‘?"\d accurate compliance reagons at such times,
e necessary 10 enable him to ascertain whether the recipient has

ant a .
roject 1870-0500, Wastington, 35‘8583”"3"“ Dwision,

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

« Please use a typewriter or print legibly in ink.

« Pupil memberships should be reported as of Octaber 1,990, or the nearest convenient date prior toDecember 14,1990.

+ If theanswer for agivenitemis“none”, enter "0" in the appropriate space. If a particular item is not applicable in your case, enter "N /A".

+ Copies of this ED101 form and all ED102 forms for the district must be retained in the district office for two years from the due date (untit February 28,1993)

DEFINITION

$SCHOOL for the purpose of this report, a school is a division of the $Choot system consisting of elementary and/or secondary {or equivaient) students, comprising one
or more grade groups or other identifiable groups, organized as one unit with one or more ﬁachers to give instruction of a defined type, and housed in a school piant

of one or more buildings. More than one school may be housed in one school plant, as is tNE case when the elementary and secondary schools are housed in the same
plant. Count only units administered by a principal or equivaient.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING FORM ED101
Questions 1.2.3. Self-explanatory.

Question 4. COURT ORDER STATUS. If vou era uncertain a8 to whether or not your school is currently subject to a Federal or State court order requiring your
system [0 develop or implement a plan for desegregation, you should contact the Clerk of the aDPropriate federal or State count t0 obtain this information.

Question 5. SPECIAL EDUCATION. For the purposes of this survey, a special education pupil I8 (8) a student whose residence I8 within the geographic area sawed by
the school system, (b) who is within the age group served by the school system, and (¢) who has one or more of the tollowing handicapping conditions: educable
mental retardation; trainable mental retardation; hearing impairment; visual impairment; speech impairment; orthopedic impairment: other health impairments sucn as
limited strength, vitality or alertness due to a heart condition, tuberculosis, rheumatic fever, etc.; serious emotional disturbance and/or a specific learning disability.
Exciude children who are socially maladjusted or gifted/talented. Report on the basis of what is known to the school system at the time of reporting. D0 not include
on the ED101 children who are residents of other school districts, even if they are being served by your district.

a. How many children are awaiting initial evaluation? Number of pupils who have been referred for evaluation (to determine if they require special education) for
the first time and who have not yet been evaluated. This number is exclusive of those reported in b.beiow; it does not include children being re-evaiuated.

b. How many children have been identified as needing special educationservices? Number of children who have been evaluated as needing any type of special

education program, either full-time or part-time. This number should include both pupits who were identified as needing, and are currently recawving special
education services (reported in 5¢. and 5d. beiow), as well as those who were awaiting placement at the time of reporting.

¢. How many children are placed in special education programs inthis district? include only those children who were identified in b.above. Combine the children
being served on full-time and part-time bases. Include all children in the district who are presently enrolled in special education, whether they were evaluated
in the past or for the first time this school year. Report only the resident special education students of this school district,i.e., éata reported here should
represent the aggregate of the data retorted on the Individual School Report (ED102), question 7. column 1. row m. (all special education students served at schoo!
sites whether or not they are residents of this district), minus row n. (all special education students served at school sites who are not residents of tris district).

d. How many children are Placed in special education programs in a nondistrict facility? Number of children evaluated as requiring special education and receiving
special education services in a facility not operated by this school system. Combine children being served on full-lime and part-lime bases.

CERTIFICATION After you have reviewed the data submitted on the ED101form and on the ED102 forms to be attached for each SChoo!, please sigivihe certification
and enter the telephone number to be used in the event that questions arise regarding this report.

- —_— INOTDIATIAME CND FAMDBDE ETIMR ENIAY



Fall 1990 Elementary and Secondary School Civil Rights Survey Form Approved:

SCHOOL SYSTEM SUMMARY REPORT:ED101

OMB No. 1870-0500

Expiration 9/91

Due February 28, 1991

1 NAME OF SCHOOL SYSTEM

2 ADDRESS

Street or P O Box

County

City/Post Office State

Zip

3. SCHOOLS Total number of schools in this system. For each school, attach a completed Form ED102. .....

4.COURT ORDER STATUS Is this school system currently subiect to a Federal or State court order requiring it to develop or implement a plan
for pupil desegregation?

eeestens vo s smms 1 4 se0re s1e semre b 4o ove Seerbtenen

5. SPECIAL EDUCATION Please refer to the instruction sheet.

a. How many children are awaiting iNitial BVAIIALIONT . . ,.c.iiiiiiit ... oo cssesseess osssmaren o 1  sestos v  esses e stssseses sesn ssme sraoess essnse ¢+ ¢ 1 sesmssss 1 1
b. How many children have been identified as requiring special education? _ e ben T e o s s e
¢. How many children are receiving special education n this district? .

d. How many children are receiving special education in a nondistrict facility?.

CERTIFICATION | certify that the information given on this form and on the attached ED102 forms is true and correct to my knowiedge and belief. (A willfully faise

statement is punishable by law {U.S.Code. Title 18. Section 1001 }.)

Signature of Supenntendent or Authorized Agent Title {Area Code) Telephone No.

Form ED101 ORIGINAI  Return tn Nifies far Civil flinhts (1 FGAI

Date Signed



L Form Approved:
FALL 1990 Elementary and Secondary School Civil Rights Survey OMB No. 1870-0500
INDIVIDUAL SCHOOL REPQRT:ED102 Expiration 9/91

U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil Rights
Washington, DC 20202-2516
Due February 28, 1991

REPORTING  REQUIREMENT

This reptis required by he iRe U.S. Department catkgti pursaanto Tile VI of e Civil Rights Act of 1964, Title IX tthe Egucation Amendments of 1972 and under Section504
Ogm ehabiltation Aé,t 0193)8%fbmloo.ﬁ(b)@ﬁ%’?iegula(lons (34CR 100)1. Issued mgcarry out the purposes of ﬁlh Viof the Civil Rignts Act of 1%84.Dr0v10852

Compliance Reports. Each recipientd) all keep such records andsubmit to the : e_ponsm?IT)epmmenlomu lar his designee timely, compiete and accurate comptiancere Rens at SLll']chnmes.
and nsuchform, and containing such inormation, as the responsible Departmentto icial orhisesignes may etermingto be necessary 1o enable him tO ascertain whether t e he reent has
compiled or is complying with this regulation.

PubHc RerPortlng Burden. This collgcnon of intormation s estimated to aqgﬂ hour ps peresspnsee. inctuding the time for revewing instructians searching eisting dat a sources,

gatherl a “0 maintaining the data needed, and compietng and reviewin the o ectiomdarmoriam. Send conments»réeqrdmgmls burden estimate or any other aspect o fnis

collection olinformanan. jncluding sug esahﬁs for reducing this méraé:n_ o the U.S. Deptgrtment owcatiogd | iniymanion l‘ganagemeng %nbg omphiance Division,

Washington, D.C. 20202-4651: and to @9 ice of Management and Budget, PaperworReReductionroject1870-0500. Washington, U.L. 20500.

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS
» This form 1s to be completed for each individual schoolin the district.
« Please use a typewriter or print legibly in ink.
« Pupil membership should be reported as of October 1,1990. or the nearest convenient date prior to December 14,1990.
« |t the answer for a given item is “none”, or if all elements of a matrix are "“0".enter "0" in the appropriate space or in the tctal column only (in the case of a
matrix). If an itemis not applicabie, enter “N/A" (not applicable) in the appropriate space or in the total column onty (in the case of a matrix).
s A copy of this form must be retained at the district office for two years from the due date tuntil February 28,1993).

DEFINITIONS

SCHOOL For the purpose of this report, a school is a division of the school system consisting of elementary and/or secondary {or equivaient) students, comprising one
or more grade groups or other identifiable groups. organized as one unit with one or more teachers to give instruction ot a defined type. and housed in a school plant

of one or more buildings. More than one school may be housed in one school plant, as is the case when the elementary and secondary schools are housed in the same
plant. Count only units administered by a principai or equivalent.

RACIAL/ETHNIC CATEGORIES Racial/ethnic designations, as used by the U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil Rights, do NOT denote scientific definitions

of anthropological origins. For the purposes of this report, A PUPil may be inctuded in the group to which he or she appears lo belong, identifies with, or IS regarded
inthe community as belonging to. However. no person should be counted in more than one racial/ethnic category. The manner of collecting the racialethnic information
is left to the discretion of the restitution provided that the system which sestablished results in reasonably accurate data.

--American Indian or Alaskan Native: A person having origins in any of the original peoples of North America and who maintains cultural Identification through tribal
affiliation or community recognition.

--Asian or Pacific Islander: A person having origins in -any of the original peoples of the Far East, Southeast Asia, the Pacific Islands, or the Indian subcontinent. This
area includes, for example, China, India, Japan, Korea, the Philippine islands, and Samoa

--Hispanic: A person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, or other Spanish culture or origin--regardiess of race.
--Black (Not of Hispanic Origin): A person having origins in any of the Black racial groups of Africa.
--White (Not of Hispanic Origin). A person having origins in any of the original peopies of Europe, North Africa, or the Middle East.

PROGRAMS FOR THE GIFTED OR TALENTED Those programs designed for pupils who by virtue of outstanding abilities are capable of high performance and who
require differentiated educational programs and/or services beyond those normally provided by the regular school program. Such PuRils include those with
demonstrated achievement and/or Potential ability in ang of the following areas Singly or n combination: (1) general intellectual ability, (2)specific academic aptitude,
(3) creative or productive thinking, (4) leadership ability, (3) visual or pertorming arts, (6} psychomotor abilities

HANDICAPPED PUPILS (STUDENTS,CHILDREN) and SPECIAL EDUCATION PUPILS For purposes of this report the terms are Synonymous. A special education
pupil is one with one or more of the handicapping conditions defined below and who has been evaluated as requinng special educational services because of this
(these) condition(s).

HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS The following definitions are to be used in preparing this report:

--Educable mentally retarded (or handicapped) --a condition of mental retardation which includes pupils who are educable in the academic, social, and occupationat
areas even though moderate supervtsion may be recessary.

--Trainable mentally retarded {or handicapped) --a condition of mental retardation which includes pupils who are capable of onlg very limited meaningful achievement
in the traditional basic academic skills but who are capable of profiting from programs of training in self-care and simple {00 or vocational skills.

--Hard of hearing--a hearing impairment, whether permanent or fluctuating, which adversely affects @ child’s educational performance but which is notincluded
under the definition of “deaf* in this section.

--Deaf--a hearing Impairment which is so severe that the child is impaired in processing linguistic information through hearing, with or withcut amplificaticn which
adversely affects educational performance.

--Speechimpaired--a communication disorder, such as stuttering, impaired articulation, a language impairment, or a voice impairment, which adversely affects a
child's educational performance.

--visually Nandi capped--a visual impairment which, even with correction, adversely affects a child's educational performance. The term includas hoth nartiatty <ein
and blind children.

--Sericusty emotionally disturbed--a condition exhibiting one or more of the following characteristics over a long period of time and to a markaq degree, which
adversely affects educational performance: an inability to learn which cannot be explained by inteltectual, sensory, or health factors; an inability to build or maintain
satisfactory interpersanal relationships with peers and teachers. Inappropriate types of behavior or feelings under normal circumstances; a general pervasive mood of
unhappiness or depression; or a tendency t¢ develop physical symptoms or fears associated with personal or schoot problems. The terminciudes chitdren who are
schizophrenic.

--Orthopedically impaired--a severe orthopedic impairment which adversely affects a child’s educational performance. The term includes impairments caused by

congenital anomaly (€-g-, clubfoot, absence of some member, etc.), impairments caused by disease {e.g., poliomyelitis, bone tuberculosis, etc.), and Impairments
fram nthor ralicac (@ @ rarchral nalsY amnntationg and fractiirae ar hiirne whirh raiica Anntrartiirag)



--Other health impaired--limited strength, vitality. or alertness, due to chronic or acute health problems such as a heart condition, tuberculosis, rheumatic fever,
nephritis, asthma, sickle cell anemia, hemophilia, epilepsy, lead poisoning, leukemia, autism, or diabetes, which adversely affects a child’s educational
performance.

--Specific learning disability--a disorder in one or more of the basic psychological processes involved in understanding or 1n using fanguage, spoken or written.
which may manifest itself in an imperfect ability to listen, think, speak, read, write, spell, or to do mathematical calcuations. The term incluges such conditions as
perceptual handicaps, brain injury. minimal brain dysfunction, dyslexia, and developmental aphasia. The term does not include children who have fearning problems
which are primarily the result of visual. hearing, or motor handicaps, of mental retardation, or of environmental, cultural or economic disadvantage.

--Deaf-blind--concomitant hearing and visualimpairments, the combination of which causes such severe communication and other developmental and educational
problems that deaf-blind students cannot be accommodated in special education programs solely for deaf or blind children.

-- Multihandicapped--concomitant impairments (Such as mentally retarded-blind, mentally retarded-orthopedicaily impaired, etc.). the combination of which causes
such severe educational problems that multihandicapped students cannot be accommodated inspecial education programs solely for one of the impairments. The
term does not include deaf-blind children. For the purposes of this report, this category should include those pupils who are severet; or profoundly mentally retarded.

SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS Special education programs are those designed to meet the needs of children with one or more of the handicapping conditions above.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING FORM ED102
Questions 1through 3. Self-explanatory.

Question 4. GRADES QFFERED. In the boxes provided, check all grades offered in this school. Please note The second box isto be checked by schools that offer errfy
special education classes.

Question 5. PUPIL STATISTICS. Complete the chart for racial and ethnic categories and. where indicated, for males and females. Refer to the definitions above of
racial and ethnic categories. Leave no bianks; where the answer is none, enter “O”.
a. Pupils in Membership. The total number of pupils in membership on or about October 1,1990.tor each racial and ethnic category and for males and femates.
In each box report total membership--not percentages, average daily attendance, average daily membership, or year-end enroliment. Count each pupil as one,
including any who attend less than a full day. such as kindergarteners.

b. Pupils in Need of | anguage Assistance Programs. Enter in b(1) the number of national origin minority pupils who are so limite'n their English proficiency that
they cannot effectively or equally participatein the school’s regular instruction program. Enter in b{2) the number of pupils repor.dinbi1), who are enrolled n
a program of language assistance (i.e., English- as-a-Second-Language, High Intensity Language Training, or a bilingual education program). Do not count
pupils enrolled in a class to learn a language other than Engtish.

¢. Pupils in Programs for the Gifted or Talented. The number of pupils enrolled in programs for the gifted or talented. Count pupils once regardless of the number
of programs  which they are enrolled.

d. Pupils Who Received Corporal Punishment. The number of pupils who received corporal punishment during the 1989-90 school year. Corporal punishment is
the infliction of physical punishment to the body of a student by a school employee for disciplinary reasons.Count pupils once regardless of the number of
times they were punished.

e. Pupils Suspended. The number of pupils who were suspended from this school for at least one day during the 1989-90 school year. Suspension is the
temporary exclusion of a student from school for disciplinary reasons for one fult school day or longer. Count pupiis once regardless of the number of limes
they were suspended. Do not include in-school suspensions.

%uestion 6. PUPIL ASSIGNMENT. This question is to be completed by ail schools that offer any two elementary grades between and including one th:ough Six Select
elowest Of those grades that your schoot offers and the highest. Do not include kindergarten. For exampie, if your school offers K-12, select grades one and s/x for
the chart. It your school offers 1-5, select grades one and five.
guestion 7. SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS. Please read the definitions of the handicapping conditions on the first page of this instri:ction sheet. Do not complete
a areas. Include on the ED102 all pupils who receive special education services at this school, regardiess of whether or not they reside in this district.
= Count pupils participating in special education programs operated at this schoolonly. Include those pupils who receive special education services in iheir regular
classrooms &S Well asthose who receive SUCh SErVICES in special classrooms.

= If any child participates in two or more programs, include him or her in the one program in which he or she spends the most time. Exampie: John Doe spends 10
hours per week in a program for the educable mentally retarded and 6 hours per week in a program for the orthopedicaily impaired: he would be reported in the line
for the educable mentally retarded, since he spends most of his time in that program.

sincolumn1. enter in each row the total number of pupils participating in each program, for rows a. through L In row m.. enter the total Of rows &. through |
Inrow M., enter the number of pupils who are receiving special education services at this school but @0 not reside in this school district. These non-resident pupils
(a subset of row m.} should not be included in the total number of resident pupils reported as receiving special education services on the Schoot System Summary
Report (ED101), question Sc.

= In columns 2 through 6, enter the number of pupils in each racial/ethnic category in rowsa..b..e..q., and i-(raciaVethnic data is not needed for the other rows). Fc
each row in which data must be entered, the entries in columns 2 through 6 must sum to the entry in column 1.

«Incolumns7 and 8, enter the number of male and female pupils in the special education programs defined in rows a.,b..e.,g., and j. For each of these programs
the sum of columns 7 and 8 must equal the entry in column 1.

«/ncolumn 9, enter for the programs defined in rows a..b..e€..g., and i-. the number of pupilswho have also been identified in item 5§b(1) S pupils in need of Langu
Assistance Programs. Any such pupiis will already have been counted in columns 2 through 8.

s /ncolumns 10 and 71, enter the number of students who spend only a portion of the day in special education in column 10 and those who spend a full school day
in special education in column 11. The sum of columns 10 and 11, for each row, must equal the total in column 1.

Question 8. SELECTED COURSE ENROLLMENT. Complete the chart for pupils enrolled in all-male classes, all-female classes. and for males and females in mixed

classes in (a) home economics, (b) industrial arts, and (c) physical education.

« Enter the number enrolied in grades 7 through 9. For example, if this school serves grades 6-7-8.include only those pupils in grades 7 and 8.In (3). inciude
occupational home econorucs.

Question 9. HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES. Complete the chart for those who received a regular high school diploma during the 1989-90 school year. A high school
diploma, for purposes of this question, is a diploma granted upon the successful completion of a prescribed secondary program of studies. This includes, where
required as a prerequisite, the successful completion of a minimum competency test.

« This question is not to be answered by efementary schools, middle schools, or junior high schools.

= Do not include those who received other than a high schoot diploma, such as those who received a speciai diploma, a certificate of attendance. or a certificate of
completion.

Please check the completeness and accuracy of each item reported. Errors or omissions may require a refiling of this form



SCHOOL SYSTEM
SCHOOL NAME

SECTION H-T0BE COMPLETED BY_ALL-SCHOOLS OFFERING ANY SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAM

7. SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS it this scnooi offers any special sducation programs. the tabie beiow must be compisted. If no enecia) e0ucalion programs are offered check this
meMlosnm ill . The mstrucnon shest of this form (General instructions) defines the NandiICRPPNG conditions and DIOVIOES melTuctions for trus question

U I R B T N B R B O

PUPILS PARTICIPATING IN SPECIAL EDUCATION

8y racuueTine CATEGORY BY SEX UMITED
Amencan Asan H OR NON- PART FULL
Soecial TOTAL | indian or or H Not of Hispanc Ongi Total Total ENGLISH TIME TIME
Education Alaskan Pacific Black ' White Male Femaie SPEAKING
Programs Natve isiander
" e | I I l l | | l | I | I
b) Trainabie Mentally l ‘ |
Retarged
¢) Hara of Hearng
d) Deat
#) Spesch imparred

1} Visually Handicapoed
7) Senousy Emotionally
Drsturbed

1) Orthooechcally Impasred
) Other Heaith impared

) Spacaic Lesrneng
Drsabiley

©) Deaf-Bkng
) Muttihandicapped

n) Totat of Lines (a)
through (1)

1) Total Non-reswdent - These pupils should 20¢ be cluded in the total Aumber of pupits reported s recemng special
Pupils at this School GGUCETION Services en the School Gystam Report (ED101), question S¢.

SECTION 1.0 BE COMPLETED BY SCHOOLS OFFERING ANY BRADE 7-12
» This section nesd not be compisted by schoois whoss hwghest grads offered 13 6 or below.
« It this school is totally or partialy ungraded. this section-should be compieted it any secondary-ievel courses are offersd.
. SELECTED COURSE ENROLLMENT Pieass rsad the nstructions on the mstruction sheet of tins form. Enter the number of pupiis in appropnate boxes.

NUMBER OF PUPILS ENROLLED IN: TOTAL
All-Maly All-Female Muxed Classes ENROLLMENT
Classes Classes Maje Femnale
4 Home Economucs Courses - Grades 7 through 9
b. industnal Arts Courses - Grades 7 through 9
. Physcal Education Courses - Grades 7 through 9 I
§. HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES  Refer to the msiructions on the instruction shest of this form. Columns 7 and 8
Columns 1 through 5 must squai column 6 must equal column &
1 2 3 4 | 5 6 7 ]
Not of Hispamc Ongm
AMERICAN ASIAN
INDIAN OR OR Total Total
HISPANIC TOTAL
ALASKAN PACIRC BLACK MALE FEMALE
NATIVE ISLANDER WHITE
[Persons Recenmng High Schoo Diplomas | } 1 | T | 1 { | ]

Plaase check the accuracy and compisteness of sach item reported. Errors or omissions may require a refiling of this form.

&n::mmn&:wmmhmnmammmnmmumMmud.u-ilwhmmmismsmwu(us.m.
Section )

Signature of Princzpsl or Authoraed Agent Title (Ares Code) Telaphons Number Date Signed
ORISINAL-Asturs to §Mes for Civll Rights (LEBAL)
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Fall 1990 Elementary and secondary School Civil Rights Survey
INDIVIDUAL SCHOOL REPORT ED102

Due February 28,1991

Form Approvec:
OMB No. 1870-050C
Expiration 9/91

SECTION | ~-TO-BE COMPLETED BY-ALL SCHOOLS

1. SCHOOL SYSTEM NAME

2. SCHOOL NAME

3. SCHOOL ADDRESS
Street Or P.0.8ax

City/Peat oftce County State L

4. GRADES OFFERED
It ths schoot 1stotally ungraded. check here C
It this scnool otters only special scucaton, chack here O
Mt this school s partialty or totally graced. check the Orades offeres in the boxes below:

O OO0 o0oo0ooogogoobodd
i 4 5 & 7 8B 9

Pre-K K 1 2 10 1 12
8. PUPIL STATISTICS Betore you Degin, piease review the GSHINMIONS and INSIFUCTIONS On ma INStruction sheet of this form. Cowmns 7 ang 8
Columns 1 through § must equal column 6 must equal column 6
1 2 3 4 5 § [ 7 s
Not of Hispanic Ongn
AMERICAN ASAN =
INDIAN OR OR HISPANIC ToTAL Toul Total
ALASKAN PACIRC BLACK WHITE MALE FEMALE
NATIVE ISLANDER
a  Pupis m Membership
1) Pupits m W Language
b(2) Pupils Enroiled in Language
Assistance Programs
¢ Pupiis 1n Programs for the Gifted or Taented
¢ Pupiis Who Reterved Corporal Pumishmem
{ungupiicateg count) _
¢ Pupits Suspenged (unduphcated count) J
SPUPILASSLNMENT Consult the instruction sheet for nstruchions. This tabie is 1o be compieted for all slementary entry- and exit-level classrooms in schools thal offer any two

foUph SIX. INCiusive nuonommauo-u Compiste the tabie tor classrooms in the lowest grade and in the highest grade of those 10 be count: races
iraces. Swas trough et ’ onest o o

ree and six it this school offers g

If two graces are comdined in one classroom. count : tnosl:tudem el
coumn, FOT 84CN reporied CLASS700M, SACH COUMN MuS| be COMPIEL: when there’ ars A §iodenis¥enter 8o, the number of students m each

racial/ethnic category m the proper

For additional classes, cupiale chart on separste paper and continug. Be SUre 10 Maks three carbon (or other) comes of extra pages and attach to the returned forms as appropriate.

1 2 3 4 5 6 | 7
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5 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION FORM APPROVED:

% NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS 0O.M.B. No.: 1850-0663
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20208-5651 EXPIRATION DATE: 5/92

OFFICE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS FEASIBILITY SURVEY

FAST RESPONSE SURVEY SYSTEM

This survey is authorized by |aw (20 U.S.C.1221e-1). While YOu are not required to respond, your cooperation is needed to
make the results of this survey comprehensive, accurate, and timely.

& Background and Purpose of the Study

' The Office for Civil Rights (OCR) is charged with ensuri nq compliance with civil rights laws prohibiting discrimination in
t

< federally assisted education programs on the basis of race (Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964), handicap (Section 504 of the

Rehabilitation Act of 1973), sex (Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972), and age (Age Discrimination Act of 1975).

OCR conducts the Elementary and Secondary School Civil Rights Survey, commonly called the E&S Survey, to provide OCR’s
regional offices with current data regarding compliance with civil rights laws. The E&S Survey is conducted on a biennial basis
.. and revisions to the forms (ED101 and 102) for 1992 and 1994 are currently under consideration.

i The pyrpose of this FRSS Civil Rights Feasibility Survey is to inform the E&S Survey revision process by examining the
. availability of:

- information for new items being considered for the 1994 E&S Survey; and
information systems necessary to implement alternative data collection methods for the 1992 E&S Survey.

o I,f you have any questions, please call survey manager Wendy Mansfield at Westat’s toll-free number (800) 937-8281, or Judi
. Carpenter, the NCES Project Officer for FRSS, at (202) 219-1333.

AFFIX LABEL HERE

IF ABOVE INFORMATION IS INCORRECT, PLEASE UPDATE DIRECTLY ON LABEL.

Name of Person Completing This Form: Telephone Number:

Title/position:
RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO WESTAT, INC,, 1650 RESEARCH BOULEVARD, ROCKVILLE, MD 20850.

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 30 minutes per response, including the time for
reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing
the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of
information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the U.S. Department of Education, Information Management and
Compliance Division, Washington, D.C.  20202-4651; and to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction
Project 1850-0663, Washington, D.C. 20503,
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L Information ~ Systems
1. Does your district have an automated student record system that is integrated, i.e., can information from different sources
on an individual student be linked?
Yes, currently operational ...............oooveinennn, 1
Planned fOr 1992-93.......ovvieiiineicin s 2
NO oo crrrenrermmm e 3
2, Does your district currently maintain the following types of individual student information on automated systems, on
paper files, or not at all? I your district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students, separate instructional
setting for pregnant seudents, or interscholastic athletic activities, circle S.
Automated Paper Part automated, Not at Not
systems files  part paper files all applicable
a. Race/EthmiCity...........ooovovrrvrrrrsr . 1 2 3 4
Bl S 1 2 3 4
c. Disaility (handicap) CHEYOY +..vvvviivvivivrieesiriiireesiinins . 1 2 3 4
d. Limited English proficiency Staus ........covveviviveniininen, . 1 2 3 4 5
e. Instructional setting for pregnant students ................ . 1 2 3 4 5
f. Participation in interscholastic athletic activities ...... . 1 2 3 4 5
g Distiplinary ations ..........ouceerermmmmermmssmmmmmnnmmsssmnens 1 2 3 4
h. Reason for disciplinary actions (e.g., ﬁghtmg,
POSSESSION OF drUGS)...vvcrevvvvvvvcevos v . 1 2 3 4
3. If given the option, how would your district prefer to provide data currently reported on OCR E&S Survey forms ED101
and ED102?
YES NO YES NO
a. Paper questionnaire ....................oeee. 1 2 4 MAC diSKEHE ..o 1 2
b, MagNEtic tape ...cvovvvevviiniviice e 1 2 e Apple QISKEE ....evveveviviiiirece e riiiiieee e, 1 2
¢. IBM-compatible diskette ..............ve. 1 2 f. Other (specify) 1 2
4. In order to report OCR information on diskettes or other automated means, what kind(s) of assistance would your
district require? YES NO YES NO
a. Telephone hotline ......cocvvvevvrivireniinccs, 1 2 e. Other (specify)
b. Written instructions ..........cccvevevveennen, .1 2 1 2
¢. Data editing specifications ................ 1 2 f. Reporting by automated means not
d. Computer file specifications ............. A 2 possible in foreseeable future ................. 1 2
IL Special Academic Programs
5. Which of the following academic programs are available in your district?
YES NO YES NO
a. Magnet programs ..o 1 2 d. HONOrs programs .........cccoevuvvininnnnn, 1 2
b. Gifted and talented programs ............ 1 2 e. None (If none, KIpt0 Q7)............... 1 2
c. Advanced Placement programs (AP)1 2
6. For each program available in your district, please indicate whether your district can report enrollment by the following

student characteristics.

A B. Gifted and  C. Advanced D.
Magnet talented Placement Honors
programs programs programs programs
YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO
a. Enrollment by race/ethnicity ............cooiiiiiiiiiinnL. 12 1 2 1 2 1 2
b. Enrollment By SEX ..oocvivviiriiiiiiee e 12 1 2 1 2 1 2
¢. Enrollment by disability (handicap)...........cc........ 12 1 2 1 2 1 2
d. Limited English proficient student enrollment ....12 1 2 1 2 1 2

If no 7.EP students. check here and skin O6d. 1



1. School Discipline Data

1. Circle the number describing your digtrict’s disciplinary actions.

Corporal In-school Out-of-schooal
punishment suspension suspension Expulsion
YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO

a. Does your district administer
2 oI o (1) LA 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
If NO, skip Q7b and Q7c for that action.

b. Can your district readily provide student
discipline information by

1. Student name or individual

(V=11 SR . 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
2. Race/fethnicity............coooivveeninnnnnnn . 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
30 B : 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
4. Disaility (handicap)........oooeriinnirinn, 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
5. Limited English proficiency status 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2

if no LEP students, check here and skip Q7b5. [J

¢. How easy or difficult is it for your district to report the frequency (number of times) each disciplinary action was taken
(Column A) and the unduplicated count of students disciplined (ColumnB)?

A. Freguency of action B. Unduplicated count of students

VERY UNABLE VERY UNABLE
VERY DIFFI- T0 VERY DIFFI- TO

EASY CULT  REPORT EASY CULT  reporT
1. Corporal punishment ...... 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
2. In-school suspension ........ 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
3. Out-of-school suspension 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
4 BXpUISON .eoeiiiiei, 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5

d. Does your district administer any other disciplinary action?

1 (specify)

IV. Data For Special Populations

8a. Do you classify your biracial/bi-ethnic students on records for your district’s purposes using one of the 5 standard
federal categories: white, not of Hispanic origin;black, not of Hispanic origin; Asian or Pacific Islander; American Indian
or Alaskan Native; Hispanic?

8b. If NO, how do you classify them? (Circle only one)

Separately as "biracial/bi-ethnic” .........oooiv i 1
Separately as "other”.......... s R SRS v 2
NO biracial /bi-gthmic SUCBNES ....v.vvvveiiiiii e i 3
Another method (specify) 4

YES SOME, BUT NO
NOT ALL
9. Can your district report information on the number of children with d|sab|I|t|e£ (handicaps)
WIO QI8 BOMEIESST o 1vvvvvvvvvsvvssssssss s bR BB AR B BB 2 3

10.  isit possible to identify the disabled (handicapped) children enrolled in your district
whose mothers were alcohol dependent during their PregRancy?.............coooviviiiiii, 1 2 3

11.  1sit possible to identify the disabled (handicapped) children enrolled in your district



